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This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  regulatory  documents  hvdng 
general  applicabiMy  and  legal  effecL  most 
of  which  are  keyed  to  and  codded  in 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  which  is 
published  under  50  tides  pursuant  to  44 
U.S.C.  1510. 

The  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  sold 
by  the  Superintendent  of  Documents. 

Prices  of  new  books  are  Bsted  in  the 
first  FEDERAL  REGISTER  issue  of  each 
week. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
7  CFR  Part  2 

Revisions  of  Oeiegattona  of  Authority 

AGENCY:  Department  of  Agriculture. 
action:  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  document  restates  the 
delegations  of  authority  from  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  and  the  General 
Officers  of  the  Department  of 
Agriculture  (USDA)  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Science  and  Education  and 
restates  the  delegations  of  authority 
from  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Sdence 
and  Education  to  the  heads  of  those 
agencies  diat  report  to  the  Assistant 
Secretary.  These  delegations  reflect 
changes  made  by  Public  Law  101-624. 
the  Food,  Agriculture,  Conservation,  and 
Trade  Act  of  1990,  that  ai^ect  programs 
administered  by  the  Assistant  Secretary. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

C.  Michael  Hoback,  Office  of  the 
Assistant  Secretary  of  A^culture  for 
Science  and  Education,  USDA, 
Washington.  DC  20250,  (202)  720-5035. 
SUPPUaNENTARY  MFORMATION:  This  rule 
relates  to  intemal  agency  management. 
Therefore,  pursuant  to  5  U,S.C.  553,  it  is 
exempt  from  the  notice  and  cmninent 
procedures  of  the  Administrative 
Procedure  AcL  and  this  rule  may  be 
effective  less  than  30  days  after 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Further,  since  this  rule  relates  to 
intemal  agmicy  management,  it  is 
exempt  from  the  provisions  of  Executive 
Order  No.  12291.  This  action  is  not  a  rule 
as  defined  by  Public  Law  96-354,  the 
Regulatory  Fkxibibty  AcL  (5  U.&C.  601 
et  seq.)  and  thos  is  exempt  from  its 
provisions.  This  rule  also  is  exempt  from 
the  requirements  of  the  National 
Environmental  Policy  Act  as  amended 


(42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq.)  and  the 
requirements  of  the  Paperworic 
Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

List  of  Subjects  in  7  CFR  Pvt  2 

Authority  delegations  (Government 
agencies). 

PART  2— DELEGATIONS  OF 
AUTHORITY  BY  THE  SECRETARY  OF 
AGRICULTURE  AND  GENERAL 
OFFICERS  OF  THE  DEPARTMENT 

Accordingly,  part  2,  subtitle  A,  title  7, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations  is  amended 
as  follows: 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  2 
continues  to  read  as  fcdlows: 

Authority:  5  U.S.C.  301  and  Reorganization 
Plan  No.  2  of  1953. 

Subpart  C— Oalagatlona  ol  Auttiority 
to  ttte  Deputy  Secretary,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  International  Affaire  and 
Commodity  Programs,  the  Under 
Secretary  for  SmaH  Community  and 
Rural  DevalopmanL  and  Aaaiatant 
Secretariaa 

2.  Sections  2.30  and  2J0a  are  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

S  2.30  Delegatfona  of  Authority  to  tho 
Assistant  Socratery  ter  SciancoancI 
Education. 

The  following  delegations  of  authority 
are  made  by  tiie  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Education. 

(a)  Related  to  science  and  education. 

(1)  Direct,  coordinate  and  provide 
national  leadership  and  support  for 
research,  extensimi  and  teaching 
programs  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  to  meet  major  needs  and 
challenges  in  development  of  new  food 
and  fiber;  food  and  agriculture  viability 
and  competitiveness  in  the  global 
economjr;  enhancing  economic 
opportunities  and  quality  of  life  for  rural 
America;  food  and  agricultural  system 
productivity  and  development  of  new 
crops  and  new  uses;  the  envirmunent 
and  natural  resources;  or  the  promotion 
of  human  health  and  welfare  pursuant  to 
the  National  Agricultural  Research, 
Extension,  and  Teaching  Policy  of  1977, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  3101,  et  seq.). 

(2)  Provide  national  leadership  and 
support  for  research,  extension,  and 
teaching  programs  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  to  carry  out 
sustainable  agriculture  research  and 
education;  a  national  plant  genetic 


resources  program;  a  national 
agricultural  weather  information  system; 
research  regarding  the  production, 
preparation,  processing,  handling,  and 
storage  of  agricultural  products;  a  plant 
and  animal  pest  and  disease  control 
program;  and  any  other  provisions 
pursuant  to  Title  XVI  of  the  Food, 
Agriculture.  Conservation,  and  Trade 
Act  of  1990  (Pub.  L 101-624, 104  Slat. 
3703),  except  the  provisions  relating  to 
the  USDA  Graduate  School  in  Section 
1669  and  the  iwovisions  relating  to 
alternative  agricultural  research  and 
commercialization  under  sections  1657- 
1664  (7  U.S.C  5801  et  seq.]. 

(3)  Coordinate  USDA  policy  and 
conduct  programs  relative  to  the  Federal 
Insecticide,  Fun^cide,  and  Rodenticide 
AcL  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  136  et  seq.) 
and  coordinate  the  Department’s 
integrated  pest  management  programs 
and  the  pesticide  assessment  program  (7 
U.S.C.  136-13^). 

(4)  Carry  out  researdi,  technology 
developmenL  technology  transfer,  and 
demonstration  projects  related  to  the 
economic  feasibility  of  the  manufacture 
and  commercialization  of  natural  rubber 
from  plants  containing  hydrocarbons.  (7 
U.S.C.  178-178n). 

(5)  Conduct  researdi  on  the  control  of 
undersirable  spedea  of  honey  bees  in 
cooperatkia  with  specfic  foreign 
governments  (7  U.S.C.  284). 

(6)  Administer  the  apprt^iriation  for 
the  endowment  and  maintenance  of 
colleges  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture 
and  the  mechanical  arts  (7  U,SiC  321- 
32ea). 

(7)  Administer  teaching  funds 
authorized  by  section  22  of  the 
Bankhead  )(Nies  AcL  as  amended  (7 
U5.C:  329). 

(8)  Administer  a  cooperative 
agricultural  extension  program  in 
accordance  with  the  ^ith-Lever  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.SjC.  341-349). 

(9)  Cooperate  with  the  States  for  the 
purpose  of  encouraging  and  assisting 
them  in  carrying  out  research  related  to 
the  problems  agriculture  in  its 
broadest  aspects  under  tiie  Hatch  Act, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  361a-361i}. 

(10)  Support  apicultnral  research  at 
eligib^  institutkms  in  the  States  through 
the  provision  of  Federal-grant  funds  to 
help  finance  i^ysical  research  facilities 
(7  U.S.C.  390-69(«c). 

(11)  Conduct  research  concerning 
domestic  animals  and  poultry,  their 
protection  and  use,  the  causes  of 
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contagious,  infectious,  and 
communicable  diseases,  and  the  means 
for  the  prevention  and  cure  of  the  same 
(7  U.S.C.  391). 

(12)  Conduct  research  related  to  the 
dairy  industry  and  to  the  dissemination 
of  information  for  the  promotion  of  the 
dairy  industry  (7  U.S.C.  402). 

(13)  Conduct  research  and 
demonstrations  at  Mandan,  ND,  and 
Lewisburg,  TN,  related  to  dairy  livestock 
breeding,  growing,  and  feeding,  and 
other  problems  pertaining  to  the 
establishment  of  the  dairy  and  livestock 
industries  (7  U.S.C.  421-422). 

(14)  Conduct  research  on  new  uses  for 
cotton  and  on  cotton  ginning  and 
processing  (7  U.S.C.  423-424). 

(15)  Administer  and  conduct  research 
into  the  basic  problems  of  agriculture  in 
its  broadest  aspects,  including,  but  not 
limited  to,  production,  marketing  (other 
than  statistical  and  economic  research 
but  including  research  related  to  family 
use  of  resources),  distribution, 
processing,  and  utilization  of  plant  and 
animal  commodities;  problems  of  human 
nutrition;  development  of  markets  for 
agricultural  commodities;  discovery, 
introduction,  and  breeding  of  new  crops, 
plants,  and  animals,  both  foreign  and 
native;  conservation  development;  and 
development  of  efficient  use  of  farm 
buildings,  homes,  and  farm  machinery 
except  as  otherwise  delegated  in 

§  2.17(a)(2)  and  §  2.50(a)(2)  (7  U.S.C.  427, 
1621-1627, 1629,  2201,  and  2204). 

(16)  Conduct  research  on  varietal 
improvement  of  wheat  and  feed  grains 
to  enhance  their  conservation  and 
environmental  qualities  (7  U.S.C.  428b). 

(17)  Advance  the  livestock  and 
agricultural  interests  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  breeding  of  horses 
suited  to  the  needs  of  the  United  States 
(7  U.S.C.  437). 

(18)  Enter  into  agreements  with  and 
receive  funds  from  any  State,  other 
political  subdivision,  organization,  or 
individual  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
cooperative  research  projects  (7  U.S.C. 
450a). 

(19)  Carry  out  a  program  (IR-4 
Program)  for  the  collection  of  residue 
and  efficacy  data  in  support  of  minor 
use  pesticide  registration  or 
reregistration  and  to  determine 
tolerances  for  minor  use  chemical 
residues  in  or  on  agricultural 
commodities  (7  U.S.C.  450i). 

(20)  Administer  and  direct  a  program 
of  competitive  and  special  grants  to 
State  agricultural  experiment  stations, 
colleges  and  universities,  other  research 
institutions  and  organizations.  Federal 
agencies,  private  organizations  or 
corporations,  and  individuals  and  of 
facilities  grants  to  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations  and  designated 


colleges  and  universities  to  promote 
research  in  food,  agriculture  and  related 
areas  (7  U.S.C.  450i). 

(21)  Provide  resource  information 
concerning  niral  electric  and  telephone 
use  and  rural  development  efforts  (7 
U.S.C.  917). 

(22)  Act  as  a  catalyst  to  provide 
access  to  leadership  training  and 
services  programs  encompassing 
private,  public,  business,  and 
government  entities  (7  U.S.C.  950aa-l). 

(23)  Conduct  research  related  to  soil 
and  water  conservation,  engineering 
operations,  and  methods  of  cultivation 
to  provide  for  the  control  and  prevention 
of  soil  erosion  (7  U.S.C.  1010  and  16 
U.S.C.  590a). 

(24)  Maintain  four  regional  research 
laboratories  and  conduct  research  at 
such  laboratories  to  develop  new 
scientific,  chemical,  and  technical  uses 
and  new  and  extended  markets  and 
outlets  for  farm  commodities  and 
products  and  the  byproducts  thereof  (7 
U.S.C.  1292). 

(25)  Conduct  a  special  cotton  research 
program  designed  to  reduce  the  cost  of 
producing  upland  cotton  in  the  United 
States  (7  U.S.C.  1441  note). 

(26)  Conduct  a  research  and 
development  program  to  formulate  new 
uses  for  farm  and  forest  products  (7 
U.S.C.  1632(b)). 

(27)  Conduct  research  to  develop  and 
determine  methods  for  the  humane 
slaughter  of  livestock  (7  U.S.C.  1904). 

(28)  Administer  a  competitive  grant 
program  for  non-profit  institutions  to 
establish  and  operate  centers  for  rural 
technology  or  cooperative  development 
(7  U.S.C.  1932(f)). 

(29)  Administer  a  nutrition  education 
program  for  Food  Stamp  recipients  and 
for  the  distribution  of  commodities  on 
reservations  (7  U.S.C.  2020(f)). 

(30)  Conduct  education  and  extension 
programs  and  a  pilot  project  related  to 
nutrition  education  (7  U.S.C.  2027(a)  and 
5932). 

(31)  Provide  for  the  dissemination  of 
appropriate  rural  health  and  safety 
information  resources  possessed  by  the 
National  Agricultural  Library  (NAL) 
Rural  Information  Center,  in  cooperation 
with  State  educational  program  efforts 
(7  U.S.C.  2662). 

(32)  Develop  and  maintain  national 
and  international  library  and 
information  systems  and  networks  and 
facilitate  cooperation  and  coordination 
of  the  agricultural  libraries  of  colleges, 
universities,  USDA,  and  their  closely 
allied  information  gathering  and 
dissemination  units  in  conjunction  with 
private  industry  and  other  research 
libraries  (7  U.S.C.  2201,  2204,  3125a,  and 
3126). 


(33)  Accept  gifts  and  order 
disbursements  from  the  Treasury  for  the 
benefit  of  NAL  or  for  the  carrying  out  of 
any  of  its  functions  (7  U.S.C.  2264-2265). 

(34)  Conduct  education  and  outreach 
programs  for  socially  disadvantaged 
farmers  and  ranchers  (7  U.S.C.  2279). 

(35)  Administer,  in  cooperation  with 
the  States,  a  cooperative  rural 
development  and  small  farm  research 
and  extension  program  under  the  Rural 
Development  Act  of  1972,  as  amended  ('' 
U.S.C.  2681-2667). 

(36)  Administer  a  cooperative 
extension  program  under  the  Farmer-to- 
Consumer  Direct  Marketing  Act  of  1976 
(7  U.S.C.  3004). 

(37)  Coordinate  the  development  and 
carrying  out  by  Department  agencies  of 
all  matters  and  functions  pertaining  to 
agricultural  research  conducted  or 
funded  by  the  Department  involving 
biotechnology,  including  the 
development  and  implementation  of 
guidelines  for  oversight  of  research 
activities,  acting  as  liaison  on  all 
matters  and  functions  pertaining  to 
agricultural  research  in  biotechnology 
between  agencies  within  the 
Department  and  between  the 
Department  and  other  governmental, 
educational,  or  private  organizations 
and  carrying  out  any  other  activities 
authorized  by  (7  U.S.C.  3121  (7  U.S.C. 
3121). 

(38)  Establish  a  Joint  Council  on  Food 
and  Agricultural  Sciences  to  bring  about 
more  effective  research,  extension,  and 
teaching  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3122). 

(39)  Establish  and  oversee  the 
National  Agricultural  Research  and 
Extension  Users  Advisory  Board  and  the 
Agricultural  Science  and  Technology 
Review  Board  (7  U.S.C.  3123  and  3123A). 

(40)  Appoint  a  Director  of  NAL  to 
administer  the  programs  and  services  of 
NAL  consistent  with  its  charge  to  serve 
as  the  primary  agricultural  information 
resource  of  the  United  States  and  to 
enter  into  agreements  and  receive  funds 
from  various  entities  to  conduct  NAL 
activities  (7  U.S.C.  3125a). 

(41)  Provide  and  distribute 
information  and  data  about  Federal. 
State,  local,  and  other  rural  development 
assistance  programs  and  services 
available  to  individuals  and 
organizations.  To  the  extent  possible, 
NAL  shall  use  telecommunications 
technology  to  disseminate  such 
information  to  rural  areas  (7  U.S.C. 
3125b). 

(42)  Assemble  and  collect  food  and 
nutrition  educational  material,  including 
the  results  of  nutrition  research,  training 
methods,  procedures,  and  other 
materials  related  to  the  purposes  of  the 
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National  Agricuhnral  Research. 

Extension,  and  Teaching  Policy  Act  of 
1977,  as  amended;  maintain  such 
information;  and  provide  for  the 
dissemination  of  such  information  and 
materials  on  a  regular  basis  to  State 
educational  agencies  and  oHier 
interested  parties  (7  II.&C.  3126). 

(43)  Con^ct  programs  related  to 
composting  research  and  extension  (7 
U.S.C  3130). 

(44)  Conduct  a  program  of  grants  to 
States  to  expand,  renovate,  or  improve 
schools  of  veterinary  medicine  (7  U.S.C. 
3151). 

(45)  Formulate  and  administer  higher 
education  programs  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  and  administer 
grants  to  colleges  and  universities  (7 
U.S.C.  3152). 

(46)  Administer  the  National  Food  and 
Agricultural  Scieitces  Teaching  Awards 
program  for  recognition  of  educators  in 
the  food  and  agricultural  sciences  (7 
U.S.C.  3152). 

(47)  Administer  the  National 
Agricultural  Science  Award  for  research 
or  advanced  studies  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3153). 

(48)  Administer  grants  to  colleges, 
universities,  and  Federal  laboratories 
for  research  on  the  production  and 
marketing  of  alcohols  and  industrial 
hydrocarbons  from  agricultural 
commodities  and  forest  products  (7 
U.S.C.  3154). 

(49)  Establish  a  national  food  science 
and  research  center  for  the  Southeast 
Region  of  the  United  States  and 
administer  a  national  food  and  human 
nutrition  research  and  extension 
program  under  the  National  Agricultural 
Researdi,  Extension,  and  Tea^ng 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3171-3175). 

(50)  Administer  and  direct  an  animal 
health  and  disease  research  program 
under  the  National  Agricultural 
Research,  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3191-3201). 

(51)  Support  continuing  agricultural 
and  forestry  extension  and  research, 
resident  instruction,  and  facilities 
improvement  at  1890  land-grant  colleges, 
induding  Tuskegee  University,  and 
administer  a  grant  program  for  five 
National  Research  and  Training 
Centennial  Centers  (7  U.S.C.  3221.  3222, 
and  3222a-3222c). 

(52)  Support  agricultural  research  at 
the  1890  land-grant  colleges,  including 
Tuskegee  University,  through  Federal- 
grant  funds  to  help  finance  physical 
facilities  (7  U.S.C.  3223). 

(53)  Make  grants,  under  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  Assistant 
Secretary  determines,  to  eligible 
institutions  for  the  purpose  of  assisting 


such  institutions  in  the  purchase  of 
equipment  and  land,  and  the  planning, 
construction,  alteration,  or  renovation  of 
buildings,  to  provide  adequate  facilities 
to  conduct  extension  work,  and  issue 
rules  and  regulations  as  necessary  to 
carry  out  this  authority  (7  U.S.C.  3224). 

(54)  Provide  policy  direction  and 
coordinate  the  Department's  work  with 
national  and  international  institutions 
and  other  persons  throughout  the  world 
in  the  performance  of  agricultural 
science,  education  and  development 
activities  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

(55)  Administer  grants  to  States  in 
support  of  the  estaUishment  and 
operation  of  bitemationa!  Trade 
Development  Centers  (7  U.S.C.  3292). 

(56)  Conduct  program  evaluations  to 
improve  the  administration  and 
effectiveness  of  agricultural  research, 
extensicm,  and  teaching  jKOgrams  (7 
U.S.C  33tl7). 

(57)  Enter  into  contracts,  grants,  or 
cooperative  agreements  to  further 
research.  extensioD,  ot  teaching 
programs  in  the  food  and  agriculture 
sciences  (7  U.S.C  3318). 

(58)  Enter  into  cost-reimbursable 
agreements  with  State  cooperative 
institutions  for  the  acquisition  of  goods 
or  services  in  support  of  research, 
extension,  or  teaching  activities  in  the 
food  and  agricultural  sciences,  including 
the  furtherance  of  library  and  related 
information  programs  (7  U.S.C  3319a). 

(59)  Conduct  research  and  develop 
and  implement  a  pilot  project  program 
for  the  development  of  supplemental 
and  alternative  crops  (7  U.&C  3319d). 

(60)  Administer  an  aquaculture 
assistance  program,  involving  centers, 
by  making  grants  to  eligible  institutions 
for  research  and  extension  to  facilitate 
or  expand  productum  and  marketing  of 
aquacultural  food  species  and  products; 
making  grants  to  States  to  formulate 
aquaculture  development  plans  for  the 
production  and  marketing  of 
aquacultural  species  and  products; 
conducting  a  program  of  research, 
extension  and  demonstration  at 
aquacultural  demonstration  centers:  and 
making  grants  to  aquaculture  research 
facilities  to  do  research  on  intensive 
water  recirculating  systems  (7  U.S.C. 
3321-3323). 

(61)  Administer  a  cooperative 
rangeland  research  program  (7  U.S.C. 
3331-3336). 

(62)  Conduct  a  program  of  basic 
research  on  cancer  in  animals  and  birds 
(7  U.S.C.  3902). 

(63)  Design  and  implement 
educational  programs  and  distribute 
materials  in  cooperation  with  the 
cooperative  extension  services  of  the 
States  emphasizing  the  importance  of 
productive  farmland,  and  designate  a 


farmland  information  center,  pursuant  to 
section  1544  of  the  Farmland  Protection 
Policy  Act  (7  U.S.C  4205). 

(64)  Conduct  programs  of  education, 
extension,  and  research  related  to  water 
quality,  agrichemicals  and  nutrient 
management  (7  U.S.C.  5503-5506). 

(65)  Administer  programs  and  conduct 
projects  for  researdi,  extension,  and 
education  on  sustainable  agriculture  (7 
U.S.C.  5811-5813). 

(66)  Conduct  research  and  cooperative 
extension  programs  to  optimize  crop  and 
livestock  production  potential, 
integrated  resource  management,  and 
integrated  crop  management  (7  U.S.C. 
5821). 

(67)  Design,  inqslemenU  and  develop 
handbooks,  technical  guides,  and  other 
educational  materials  emphasizing 
sustainable  agriculture  production 
systems  and  practices  (7  U.S.C  5831). 

(68)  Administer  a  uunpetitive  grant 
program  to  organizations  to  carry  out  a 
training  program  on  sustainable 
agriculture  (7  U.S.C.  5832). 

(69)  Administer  a  national  research 
program  on  genetic  resources  to  provide 
for  the  collection,  preservation,  and 
dissemination  of  genetic  material 
important  to  American  food  and 
agriculture  production  (7  U.S.C.  5841- 
5844). 

(70)  Conduct  remote-sensing  and  other 
weather-related  research  (7  U.S.C.  5852). 

(71)  Establish  an  Agricultural  Weather 
OHice  wd  administer  a  national 
agricultural  weather  information  system, 
including  a  competitive  grants  program 
for  research  in  atmosph^ic  sciences  and 
climatology  (7  U-SXL  5852-5853). 

(72)  Administer  a  research  and 
extension  grant  program  to  States  to 
administer  programs  for  State 
agricultural  weather  information 
systems  (7  U.S.C.  5854). 

(73)  Administer  grants  and  conduct 
research  programs  to  measure 
microbiological  and  chemical  agents 
associated  with  the  production, 
preparaticm.  processing,  handling,  and 
storage  of  agricultural  products  (7  U.S.C. 
5871-5874). 

(74)  Administer  and  conduct  research 
and  extension  programs  on  integrated 
pest  management,  including  research  to 
benefit  floriculture  (7  U.S.C.  5081). 

(75)  Establish  a  national  pesticide 
resistance  monitoring  program  and 
disseminate  informatkm  cm  materials 
and  methods  of  pest  and  disease  control 
available  to  agricultural  producers 
through  the  pest  and  disease  control 
database  (7  U.S.C.  5882). 

(76)  Administer  and  conduct  research 
and  grant  programs  on  the  control  and 
eradication  of  exotic  pests  (7  U.S.C. 
5883). 
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(77)  Conduct  research  and  educational 
programs  to  study  the  biology  and 
behavior  of  chinch  bugs  (7  U.S.C.  5884). 

(78)  Administer  research  programs 
and  grants  for  risk  assessment  research 
to  address  concerns  about  the 
environmental  effects  of  biotechnology 
(7  U.S.C.  5921). 

(79)  Administer  a  special  grants 
program  to  assist  efforts  by  research 
institutions  to  improve  the  efficiency 
and  e^icacy  of  safety  and  inspection 
systems  for  livestock  products  (7  U.S.C. 

5923) . 

(80)  Establish  and  coordinate  USDA 
grant  programs  and  conduct  basic  and 
applied  research  and  technology 
development  in  the  areas  of  plant 
genome  structure  and  function  (7  U.S.C. 

5924) . 

(81)  Administer  research  and 
extension  grants  for  the  development  of 
agricultural  production  and  marketing 
systems  to  service  niche  markets  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(82)  Administer  a  grants  program  to 
States  on  immunoassay  as  it  is  used  to 
detect  agricultural  pesticide  residues  on 
agricultural  comm(^ities  and  to 
diagnose  plant  and  animal  diseases  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(83)  Conduct  research  programs  for 
the  development  of  technology  to 
determine  animal  lean  content  (7  U.S.C. 

5925) . 

(84)  Conduct  and  support  research 
programs  to  determine  the  presence  of 
aflatoxin  in  the  food  and  feed  chains  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(85)  Administer  grants  and  conduct 
research  programs  to  develop 
production  methods  and  commercial 
uses  for  mesquite  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(86)  Administer  grants  and  conduct 
research  programs  to  investigate 
enhanced  genetic  selection  and 
processing  techniques  of  prickly  pears  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(87)  Conduct  a  research  program  and 
administer  grants  and  contracts  for 
research  on  the  disease  of  scrapie  in 
sheep  and  goats  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(88)  Support  and  conduct  basic  and 
applied  research  in  the  development  of 
new  commercial  products  from  natural 
plant  materials  for  industrial,  medical, 
and  agricultural  applications  (7  U.S.C. 
5925). 

(69)  Establish  and  administer  a 
program  for  the  development  and 
utilization  of  an  agricultural 
communications  network  (7  U.S.C.  5926). 

(90)  Establish  an  Argicultural 
Research  Facilities  Planning  and 
Closure  Study  Commission  to  review 
currently  operating  and  planned 
facilities,  and  to  develop 
recommendations  (7  U.S.C.  5927). 


(91)  Administer  research  programs  to 
establish  national  centers  for 
agricultural  product  quality  research  (7 
U.S.C.  5928). 

(92)  Administer  education  programs 
on  Indian  reservations  and  tribal 
jurisdictions  (7  U.S.C.  5930). 

(93)  Administer  a  special  grants 
program  to  study  constraints  on 
agricultural  trade  (7  U.S.C.  5931). 

(94)  Administer  a  demonstration 
grants  program  for  support  of  an 
assistive  technology  program  for 
farmers  with  disabilities  (7  U.S.C.  5933). 

(95)  Conduct  research  on  diseases 
affecting  honeybees  (7  U.S.C.  5934). 

(96)  Control  within  USDA  the 
acquisition,  use,  and  disposal  of 
material  and  equipment  that  may  be  a 
source  of  ionizing  radiation  hazard. 

(97)  Conduct  programs  of  research, 
technology  development,  and  education 
related  to  global  climate  change  (7 
U.S.C.  6701-10). 

(98)  Administer  the  Small  Business 
Innovation  Development  Act  of  1982  for 
USDA  (15  U.S.C.  638(eHk)). 

(99)  Coordinate  Departmental  policies 
under  the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  2801-2629). 

(100)  Provide  educational  and 
technical  assistance  in  implementing 
and  administering  the  conservation 
reserve  program  authorized  in  sections 
1231-1244  of  the  Food  Security  Act  of 
1985  (Pub.  L,  99-198,  99  Stat.  1509)  (16 
U.S.C.  3831-3844). 

(101)  Enter  into  cooperative  research 
and  development  agreements  with 
industry,  universities,  and  others; 
institute  a  cash  award  program  to 
reward  scientific,  engineering,  and 
technical  personnel;  award  royalties  to 
inventors;  and  retain  and  use  royalty 
income  (15  U.S.C.  3710a-3710c). 

(102)  Coordinate  USDA  activities 
delegated  under  15  U.S.C.  3710a  through 
3710c. 

(103)  Conduct  educational  and 
demonstrational  work  in  cooperative 
farm  forestry  programs  (16  U.S.C.  568). 

(104)  Cooperate  with  the  States  for  the 
purposes  of  encouraging  and  assisting 
them  in  carrying  out  programs  of 
forestry,  natural  i^sources,  and 
environmental  research  (16  U.S.C.  5S2a- 
8). 

(105)  Establish  and  administer  the 
Forestry  Student  Grant  Program  to 
provide  competitive  grants  to  assist  the 
expansion  of  the  professional  education 
of  forestry,  natural  resources,  and 
environmental  scientists  (16  U.S.C. 

1649). 

(106)  Provide  for  an  expanded  and 
comprehensive  extension  program  for 
forest  and  rangeland  renewable 
resources  (16  U.S.C.  1671-1676). 


(107)  Provide  technical,  financial,  and 
educational  assistance  to  State  foresters 
and  State  extension  directors  on  rural 
forestry  assistance  (16  U.S.C.  2102). 

(108)  Provide  educational  assistance 
to  State  foresters  under  the  Forest 
Stewardship  Program  (16  U.S.C.  2103a). 

(109)  Implement  and  conduct  an 
educational  program  to  assist  the 
development  of  iu*ban  and  community 
forestry  programs  (16  U.S.C.  2105). 

(110)  Provide  staff  support  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  his  role  as 
permanent  Chair  for  the  Joint 
Subcommittee  on  Aquaculture 
established  by  the  National  Aquaculture 
Act  of  1980  and  coordinate  aquacultural 
activities  within  the  Department  (16 
U.S.C.  2805). 

(111)  Perform  research,  development, 
and  extension  activities  in  aquaculture 
(16  U.S.C.  2804  and  2806). 

(112)  Provide  educational  assistance 
to  farmers  regarding  the  Agricultural 
Water  Quality  Protection  Program  (16 
U.S.C.  3838b). 

(113)  Copy  and  deliver  on  demand 
selected  articles  and  other  materials 
from  the  Department's  collections  by 
photographic  reproduction  or  other 
means  within  the  permissions, 
constraints,  and  limitations  of  sections 
106, 107,  and  108  of  the  Copyright  Act  of 
October  19, 1976,  (17  U.S.C.  106, 107,  and 
108). 

(114)  Authorize  the  use  of  the  4-H 
Club  name  and  emblem  (16  U.S.C.  707). 

(115)  Maintain  a  National  Arboretum 
for  the  purposes  of  research  and 
education  concerning  tree  and  plant  life; 
accept  and  administer  gifts  or  devices  or 
real  and  personal  property  for  the 
benefit  of  the  National  Arboretum;  and 
order  disbursements  from  the  Treasury 
(20  U.S.C.  191-195). 

(116)  Conduct  research  on  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  and  other  animal 
diseases  (21  U.S.C.  113a). 

(117)  Conduct  research  on  the  control 
and  eradication  of  cattle  grubs 
(screwworms)  (21  U.S.C.  114e). 

(118)  Obtain  and  furnish  Federal 
excess  property  to  eligible  recipients  for 
use  in  the  conduct  of  research  and 
extension  programs  (40  U.S.C.  483(d)(2)). 

(119)  Conduct  research  demonstration 
and  promotion  activities  related  to  farm 
dwellings  and  other  buildings  for  the 
purposes  of  reducing  costs  and  adapting 
and  developing  fixtures  and 
appurtenances  for  more  efficient  and 
economical  farm  use  (42  U.S.C.  1476(b)). 

(120)  Carry  out  research, 
demonstration,  and  educational 
activities  authorized  in  section  202(c)  of 
the  Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity 
Control  Act  (43  U.S.C.  1592(c)). 
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(121)  Conduct  research  on  losses  of 
livestock  in  interstate  commerce  due  to 
injury  or  disease  (45  U.S.C.  71  note). 

(122)  Administer  a  cooperative 
agricultural  extension  program  related 
to  agriculture,  uses  of  solar  energy  with 
respect  to  agriculture,  and  home 
economics  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
(D.C.  Code  31-1409). 

(123)  Provide  leadership  and  direct 
assistance  in  planning,  conducting  and 
evaluating  extension  programs  under  a 
memorandum  of  agreement  with  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  Affairs  dated  May, 

1956. 

(124)  Exercise  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Secretary  under  regulations  dealing 
with  Equal  Employment  Opportunity  in 
the  Cooperative  Extension  Service  (part 
18  of  this  subtitle). 

(125)  Represent  the  Department  on  the 
Federal  Interagency  Council  on 
Education. 

(126)  Assure  the  acquisition, 
preservation,  and  accessibility  of  all 
information  concerning  food  and 
agriculture  by  providing  leadership  to 
and  coordination  of  the  acquisition 
programs  and  related  activities  of  the 
library  and  information  systems,  with 
the  agencies  of  USDA,  other  Federal 
departments  and  agencies.  State 
agricultural  experiment  stations, 
colleges  and  universities,  and  other 
research  institutions  and  organizations. 

(127)  Formulate,  write,  or  prescribe 
bibliographic  and  technically  related 
standards  for  the  library  and 
information  services  of  USDA. 

(128)  Determine  by  survey  or  other 
appropriate  means,  the  information 
needs  of  the  Department’s  scientific, 
professional,  technical,  and 
administrative  staffs,  its  constituencies, 
and  the  general  public  in  the  areas  of 
food,  agriculture,  the  environment,  and 
other  related  areas. 

(129)  Represent  the  Department  on  all 
library  and  information  science  matters 
before  Congressional  Committees  and 
appropriate  commissions,  and  provide 
representation  to  the  coordinating 
committees  of  the  Federal  and  State 
governments  concerned  with  library  and 
information  science  activities. 

(130)  Represent  the  Department  in 
international  organizational  activities 
and  on  international  technical 
committees  concerned  with  agricultural 
science,  education,  and  development 
activities,  including  library  and 
information  science  activities. 

(131)  Prepare  and  disseminate 
computer  files,  indexes  and  abstracts, 
bibliographies,  reviews,  and  other 
analytical  Information  tools. 

(132)  Arrange  for  the  consolidated 
purchasing  and  dissemination  of  printed 
and  automated  indexes,  abstracts. 


journals,  and  other  widely  used 
information  resources  and  services. 

(133)  Provide  assistance  and  support 
to  professional  organizations  and  others 
concerned  with  library  and  information 
science  matters  and  issues. 

(134)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  by  the  Administrator  of 
General  Services  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  34  FR  6406,  36  FR 1293,  36 
FR  18440,  and  38  FR  23838,  appoint 
uniformed  armed  guards  and  special 
policemen,  make  all  needful  rules  and 
regulations,  and  annex  to  such  rules  and 
regulations  such  reasonable  penalties 
(not  to  exceed  those  prescribed  in  40 
U.S.C.  318(c),  as  will  ensure  their 
enforcement,  for  the  protection  of 
persons,  property,  buildings,  and 
grounds  of  the  Arboretum,  Washington, 
DC;  the  U.S.  Meat  Animal  Research 
Center,  Clay  Center,  NE:  the 
Agricultural  Research  Center.  Beltsville, 
MD;  and.  the  Animal  Disease  Center, 
Plum  Island,  NY,  over  which  the  United 
States  has  exclusive  or  concurrent 
criminal  jurisdiction,  in  accordance  with 
the  limitations  and  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (40 
U.S.C.  471  et.  seq.),  the  Act  pf  June  1, 
1948,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C.  318  et.  seq.), 
and  the  policies,  procedures,  and 
controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration.  Any  rules  or 
regulations  promulgated  under  this 
authority  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Director,  Office  of  Operations,  and  the 
General  Coimsel  prior  to  issuance. 

(135)  Represent  the  Department  on  the 
Federal  Coordinating  Council  for 
Science.  Engineering,  and  Technology. 

(136)  Administer  the  Department’s 
Patent  Program  except  as  delegated  to 
the  General  Counsel  in  §  2.31(g). 

(137)  Review  cooperative  research 
and  development  agreements  entered 
into  pursuant  to  15  U.S.C.  3710a-3710c, 
with  authority  to  disapprove  or  require 
the  modification  of  any  such  agreement. 

(b)  Related  to  committee 
management.  Establish  or  reestablish 
regional,  state  and  local  advisory 
committees  for  the  activities  authorized. 
This  authority  may  not  be  redelegated. 

(c)  Related  to  defense.  Administer  the 
responsibilities  and  functions  assigned 
under  the  Defense  Production  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2061  et 
seq.),  and  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act 
of  1950,  as  amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2251 
et.  seq.)  concerning  scientiHc  and 
educational  programs. 

(d)  Related  to  rural  development 
activities.  Provide  guidance  and 
direction  for  the  accomplishment  of 
activities  authorized  under  the  Rural 
Development  Act  of  1972,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1921  et  seq.),  for  programs  under 


the  control  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Education,  coordinating  the 
policy  aspects  thereof  with  the  Under 
Secretary  for  Small  Community  and 
Rural  Development. 

(e)  Related  to  immigration.  Serve  as 
the  designee  of  the  Secretary  pursuant 
to  section  212(e)  of  the  Immigration  and 
Nationality  Act,  as  amended  (8  U.S.C. 
1182(e))  and  22  CFR  514.31(c). 

(f)  Related  to  Environment  Response. 
With  respect  to  lands  and  facilities 
under  the  Assistant  Secretary’s 
authority,  exercise  the  functions 
delegated  to  the  Secretary  by  Executive 
Order  No.  12580  (3  CFR,  1987  Comp.,  p. 
193)  under  the  following  provisions  of 
the  Comprehensive  Environmental 
Response  Compensation,  and  Liability 
Act  of  1980  (“the  Act"),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C,  9601  et  seq.]: 

(1)  Sections  104(a),  (b),  and  (c)(4)  of 
the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  9604(a),  (b)  and  (c)(4), 
with  respect  to  removal  and  other 
remedial  action  in  the  event  of  the 
release  or  threatened  release  of  a 
hazardous  substance,  pollutant,  or 
contaminant  into  the  environment. 

(2)  Sections  104  (e)  through  (h)  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  9604(e)^h)),  with  respect 
to  information  gathering  and  access; 
compliance  orders;  compliance  with 
Federal  health  and  safety  standards; 
rates  for  wages  and  labor  standards 
applicable  to  covered  work;  and 
emergency  procurement  powers. 

(3)  Section  104(i)(ll)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  9604(i)(ll)),  wiA  respect  to  the 
reduction  of  exposure  that  presents  a 
signiHcant  risk  to  human  health. 

(4)  Section  104(j)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9604(j)),  with  respect  to  the  acquisition 
of  real  property  and  interests  in  real 
property  required  to  conduct  a  remedial 
action. 

(5)  Section  105(d)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9605(d)),  with  respect  to  petitions  for 
preliminary  assessment  of  a  release  or 
threatened  release. 

(6)  Section  105(f)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9605(f)),  with  respect  to  consideration  of 
the  availability  of  qualified  minority 
Hrms  in  awarding  contracts  but 
excluding  that  portion  of  section  105|f) 
pertaining  to  the  aimual  report  to 
Congress. 

(7)  Section  109  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9609),  with  respect  to  the  assessment  of 
civil  penalties  for  violations  and  the 
granting  of  awards  to  individuals 
providing  information. 

(8)  Section  111(f)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9611(f)  with  respect  to  the  designation  of 
o^icials  who  may  obligate  money  in  the 
Hazardous  Substances  Superfimd. 

(9)  Section  113(k)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9613(k)),  with  respect  to  establishing  an 
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administrative  record  upon  which  to 
base  the  selection  of  a  response  action. 

(10)  Section  116(a)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  9616(a)),  with  respect  to 
preliminary  assessments  and  site 
inspections  of  all  facilities. 

(11)  Sections  117  (a)  and  (c)  of  the  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  9617  (a)  and  (c)),  with  respect 
to  public  participation  in  the  preparation 
of  any  plan  for  remedial  action  and 
explanation  of  variances  from  the  final 
remedial  action  plan  for  any  remedial 
action  or  enforcement  action,  including 
any  settlement  or  consent  decree 
entered  into. 

(12)  Section  119  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C 
9619),  with  respect  to  the  liability  and 
indeiamfication  of  response  action 
contractors. 

(13)  Section  121  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

9621) ,  with  respect  to  selecting  cleanup 
standards. 

(14Q  SecUon  122  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

9622) ,  with  respect  to  entering  into 
settlement  agreements. 

(g)  Related  to  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act  With 
respect  to  facilities  under  die  Assistant 
Secretary's  authority,  exercise  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  pursuant  to 
Executive  Order  No.  12088,  October  13, 
1978  (43  FR  47707;  3  CFR,  1978  Comp., 
p.  243),  and  the  Solid  Waste  Disposal  Act, 
as  amended  by  the  Resource 
Conservation  and  Recovery  Act 
(RCRA),  as  further  amended  by  the 
Solid  and  Hazardous  Waste 
Amendments  of  1984  (42  U.S.C.  6901  et 
seg.),  to  enter  into  an  inter-agency 
agreement,  known  as  a  Federal  Facility 
Compliance  Agreement  (FFCA),  with  the 
United  States  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA),  containing  a  plan  to 
achieve  and  maintain  compliance  with 
RCRA  requirements. 

§2J0a  Reservations  of  authority. 

The  following  authorities  are  reserved 
to  the  Secretary  of  Agriculture: 

(a)  Related  to  science  and  education. 

(1)  Withhold  funds  from  States  and 
sending  notification  thereof  to  the 
President  in  accordance  with  sections  5 
and  6  of  the  Smith4.ever  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  345-346),  sections  5 
and  7  of  the  Hatch  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  361  (e)  and  (g)),  and  sections  1436, 
1444, 1445,  and  1468  ^  the  National 
Agricultural  Research,  Extension,  and 
Teaching  Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C  3198,  3221, 3222,  and  3314). 

(2)  Reapportion  funds  under  section  4 
and  apportion  funds  under  section  5  of 
the  act  of  October  10, 1962  (16  U.S.C.  582 
a-3  and  a-5). 

(3)  Appoint  an  advisory  committee 
under  section  6  the  act  of  October  10, 
1962  (16  U.S.C.  582a-4). 


(4)  Final  concurrence  in  Equal 
Employment  Opportunity  programs 
within  die  cooperative  extension 
programs  submitted  under  part  18  of  this 
subtitle. 

(5)  Approve  selection  of  State 
directors  of  extension. 

(6)  Approve  the  memoranda  of 
understanding  between  land-grant 
universities  and  USDA  related  to 
cooperative  extension  programs. 

Sttbpart  N— Dalegalions  of  Authority 
by  the  Aaeistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Education 

3.  Sections  2.105,  2.106,  2.107,  2.108, 
and  2.109  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

S  2.105  Deputy  Assistant  Sscrstary  for 
Scisncs  and  Education. 

Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.30  subject 
to  the  reservations  in  $  2.30a  and 
subject  to  policy  guidance  and  direction 
by  die  Assistant  Secretary  for  Science 
and  Education,  the  following  delegation 
of  authority  is  made  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Science  and  Education  to 
the  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Education  to  be  exercised 
only  during  the  absence  or 
unavailability  of  the  Assistant 
Secretcuy:  perform  all  the  dudes  and 
exercise  all  the  powers  that  are  now  or 
that  hereafter  may  be  delegated  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Science  and 
Education. 

§  2.106  Delegations  to  the  Administrator, 
Agrteulttiral  Research  Service. 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.30  (a), 
(c),  and  (g),  subject  to  reservations  in 
§  2.30a,  the  following  delegations  of 
authority  are  made  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Science  and  Education  to 
the  Administrator,  Agricultural 
Research  Service: 

(1)  Coordinate  USDA  policy  relative 
to  the  Federal  Insecticide,  Fungicide, 
and  Rodenticide  Act  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  136  et  seq.)  and  coordinate  ^e 
Department's  int^ated  pest 
management  programs  and  the  pesticide 
assessment  program  (7  U.S.C.  13&-136y). 

(2)  Conduct  research  related  to  the 
economic  feasibility  of  the  manufacture 
and  commercialization  of  natural  rubber 
bxim  hydrocarbon-containing  plants  (7 
U.S.C.  178-17ta). 

(3)  Conduct  research  on  the  control  of 
undesirable  species  of  honeybees  in 
cooperation  with  specific  foreign 
governments  (7  U.S.C.  264). 

(4)  Conduct  research  concerning 
domestic  animals  and  poultry,  their 
protection  and  use.  the  causes  of 
contagious,  infectious,  and 
communicable  diseases,  and  the  means 
for  the  prevention  and  cure  of  the  same 
(7  U.S,C.  391). 


(5)  Conduct  research  related  to  the 
dairy  industry  and  to  the  dissemination 
of  information  for  the  promotion  of  the 
dairy  industry  (7  U.S.C.  402). 

(6)  Conduct  research  and 
demonstrations  at  Mandan,  ND,  and 
Lewisburg.  TN,  related  to  dairy  livestock 
breeding,  growing,  and  feeding,  and 
other  problems  pertaining  to  the 
establishment  of  the  dairy  and  livestock 
industries  (7  U.S.C.  421-^122). 

(7)  Conduct  research  on  new  uses  for 
cotton  and  on  cotton  ginning  and 
processing  (7U.S.C.  423-424). 

(8)  Conduct  research  into  the  basic 
problems  of  agriculture  in  its  broadest 
aspects,  induing,  but  not  limited  to, 
production,  marketing  (other  than 
statistical  and  economic  research  but 
inchiding  research  related  to  family  use 
of  resources),  distribution,  processing, 
and  utilization  of  plant  and  animal 
commodities;  problems  of  human 
nutrition;  development  of  markets  for 
agricultural  commodities;  discovery, 
introduction,  and  breeding  of  new  crops, 
plants,  animals,  both  foreign  and  native; 
conservation  development;  and 
development  of  efficient  use  of  farm 
buildings,  homes,  and  farm  machinery 
except  as  otherwise  delegated  in 

§  2.17(a)(2)  and  §  2.50(a)(2)  (7  U.S.C.  427, 
1621-1627, 1629,  2201  and  2204). 

(9)  Conduct  research  on  varietal 
improvemmit  of  wheat  and  feed  grains 
to  enhance  their  conservation  and 
environmental  qualities  (7  U.S.C.  428b). 

(10)  Advance  the  livestock  and 
agricultural  interests  of  the  United 
States,  including  the  breeding  of  horses 
suited  to  the  needs  of  the  United  States 
(7  U.S.C.  437). 

(11)  Enter  into  agreements  with  and 
receive  funds  from  any  State,  other 
political  subdivision,  organization,  or 
individual  for  the  purpose  of  conducting 
cooperative  research  projects  (7  U.S.C. 
450a). 

(12)  Make  facilities  grants  and 
conduct  research  under  the  IR-4 
program  (7  U.S.C.  450i  (d)  and  (e)). 

(13)  Conduct  research  related  to  soil 
and  water  conservation,  engineering 
operations,  and  methods  of  cultivation 
to  provide  for  the  control  and  prevention 
of  soil  erosion  (7  U.S.C.  1010  and  16 
U.S.C.S90a). 

(14)  Maintain  four  regional  research 
laboratories  and  conduct  research  at 
such  laboratories  to  develop  new 
scientific,  chemical,  and  technical  uses 
and  new  and  extended  markets  and 
outlets  for  farm  commodities  and 
products  and  the  by-products  thereof  {7 
U.S.C.  1292). 

(1^  Conduct  a  special  cotton  research 
program  designed  to  reduce  the  cost  of 
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producing  upland  cotton  in  the  United 
States  [7  U.S.C.  1441  note). 

(16)  Conduct  research  to  formulate 
new  uses  for  farm  and  forest  products  (7 
U.S.C.  1632(b)). 

(17)  Conduct  research  to  develop  and 
determine  methods  for  the  humane 
slaughter  of  livestock  (7  U.S.C.  1904). 

(18)  Provide  national  leadership  and 
support  for  research  programs  and  other 
research  activities  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  to  meet  major 
needs  and  challenges  in  food  and 
agricultural  system  productivity; 
development  of  new  food,  fiber,  and 
energy  sources;  agricultural  energy  use 
and  production;  natural  resources; 
promotion  of  the  health  and  welfare  of 
people;  human  nutrition;  and 
international  food  and  agriculture 
pursuant  to  the  National  Agricultural 
Research.  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3101,  et.  seq.]. 

(19)  Conduct  a  program  of  grants  to 
States  to  expand,  renovate,  or  improve 
schools  of  veterinary  medicine  (7  U.S.C. 
3151). 

(20)  Administer  the  National 
Agricultural  Science  Award  for  research 
or  advanced  studies  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3153). 

(21)  Conduct  program  evaluations  to 
improve  the  administration  and 
effectiveness  of  agricultural  research 
and  education  programs  (7  U.S.C.  3317). 

(22)  Enter  into  contracts,  grants,  or 
cooperative  agreements  to  further 
research  programs  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3318). 

(23)  Enter  into  cost-reimbursable 
agreements  relating  to  agricultural 
research  or  teaching  activities  (7  U.S.C. 
3319a). 

(24)  Conduct  research  for  the 
development  of  supplemental  and 
alternative  crops  (7  U.S.C.  3319d). 

(25)  Conduct  research  on  potential 
uses  for  compost  from  agricultural 
wastes,  including  evaluating  the 
application  of  compost  on  soil,  plants, 
and  crops  (7  U.S.C.  3130). 

(26)  Administer  a  national  food  and 
human  nutrition  research  program  under 
the  National  Agricultural  Research, 
Extension,  and  Teaching  Policy  Act  of 
1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C,  3171-3175), 
except  as  otherwise  delegated  to  the 
Administrator,  Human  Nutrition 
Information  Service  in  §  2.92  (a)(1)  and 
(a)(2). 

(27)  Cooperate  and  work  with 
national  and  international  institutions. 
Departments  and  Ministries  of 
Agriculture  in  other  nations,  land-grant 
colleges  and  universities,  and  other 
persons  throughout  the  world  in  the 
performance  of  agricultural  research 
activities  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 


(28)  Perform  research  and 
development  at  aquacultural  research 
and  development  centers  (7  U.S.C.  3322). 

(29)  Conduct  a  program  of  basic 
research  on  cancer  in  animals  and  birds 
(7  U.S.C.  3902). 

(30)  Conduct  and  coordinate 
Departmental  research  programs  on 
water  quality  and  nutrient  management 
(7  U.S.C.  5504). 

(31)  Conduct  research  to  optimize  crop 
and  livestock  production  potential, 
integrated  resource  management,  and 
integrated  crop  management  (7  U.S.C. 
5821). 

(32)  Administer  a  national  research 
program  on  genetic  resources  to  provide 
for  the  collection,  preservation,  and 
dissemination  of  genetic  material 
important  to  American  food  and 
agriculture  production  (7  U.S.C.  5841). 

(33)  Conduct  remote-sensing  and  other 
weather-related  research  (7  U.S.C.  5852). 

(34)  Administer  grants  and  conduct 
research  programs  to  measure 
microbiological  and  chemical  agents 
associated  with  the  production, 
preparation,  processing,  handling,  and 
storage  of  agricultural  products  (7  U.S.C. 
5871-5874). 

(35)  Conduct  research  on  integrated 
pest  management,  including  research  to 
benefit  floriculture  (7  U.S.C.  5881). 

(36)  Conduct  research  in  the  control 
and  eradication  of  exotic  pests  (7  U.S.C. 
5883). 

(37)  Conduct  research  to  study  the 
biology  and  behavior  of  chinch  bugs  (7 
U.S.C.  5884). 

(38)  Administer  a  grant  program  for 
risk  assessment  research  to  address 
concerns  about  the  environmental 
effects  of  biotechnology  (7  U.S.C.  5921). 

(39)  Establish  and  coordinate  USDA 
programs  and  conduct  basic  and  applied 
research  and  technology  development  in 
the  areas  of  plant  genome  structure  and 
function  (7  U.S.C.  5924). 

(40)  Conduct  research  for  the 
development  of  technology  to  determine 
animal  lean  content  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(41)  Conduct  research  to  determine 
the  presence  of  aflatoxin  in  the  food  and 
feed  chains  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(42)  Conduct  research  to  develop 
production  methods  and  commercial 
uses  of  mesquite  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(43)  Conduct  research  to  investigate 
enhanced  genetic  selection  and 
processing  techniques  of  prickly  pears  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(44)  Conduct  a  research  program  and 
administer  grants  and  contracts  for 
research  on  the  disease  of  scrapie  in 
sheep  and  goats  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(45)  Conduct  basic  and  applied 
research  in  the  development  of  new 
commercial  products  from  natural  plant 
materials  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 


(46)  Conduct  research  on  diseases 
affecting  honeybees  (7  U.S.C.  5934). 

(47)  Coodinate  USDA  policy  and 
programs  relating  to  global  climate 
change  (7  U.S.C.  6701-6703), 

(48)  Coordinate  Departmental  policies 
under  the  Toxic  Substances  Control  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  2601-2629). 

(49)  Enter  into  cooperative  research 
and  development  agreements  with 
industry,  universities,  and  others; 
institute  a  cash  award  program  to 
reward  scientiHc,  engineering,  and 
technical  personnel;  award  royalties  to 
inventors;  and  retain  and  use  royalty 
income  (15  U.S.C.  3710a-3710c). 

(50)  Perform  research  and  administer 
grants  for  research  and  development  in 
aquaculture  (16  U.S.C.  2804). 

(51)  Maintain  a  National  Arboretum 
for  the  purposes  of  research  and 
education  concerning  tree  and  plant  life; 
accept  and  administer  gifts  or  devices  of 
real  and  personal  property  for  the 
benefit  of  the  National  Arboretum;  and 
order  disbursements  from  the  Treasury 
(20  U.S.C.  191-195). 

(52)  Conduct  research  on  foot-and- 
mouth  disease  and  other  animal 
diseases  (21  U.S.C.  113a). 

(53)  Conduct  research  on  the  control 
and  eradication  of  cattle  grubs 
(screwworms)  (21  U.S.C.  114e). 

(54)  Conduct  research  activities 
related  to  farm  dwellings  and  other 
buildings  for  the  purposes  of  reducing 
costs  and  adapting  and  developing 
fixtures  and  appurtenances  for  more 
efficient  and  economical  farm  use  (42 
U.S.C.  1476(b)). 

(55)  Conduct  research  on  losses  of 
livestock  in  interstate  commerce  due  to 
injury  or  disease  (45  U.S.C.  71  note). 

(56)  Control  within  USDA  the 
acquisition,  use,  and  disposal  of 
material  and  equipment  that  may  be  a 
source  of  ionizing  radiation  hazard. 

(57)  Pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  by  the  Administrator  of 
General  Services  to  the  Secretary  of 
Agriculture  in  34  FR  6406,  36  FR  1293,  36 
FR  18840,  and  38  FR  23838,  appoint 
uniformed  armed  guards  and  special 
policemen,  make  all  needful  rules  and 
regulations,  and  annex  to  such  rules  and 
regulations  such  reasonable  penalties 
(not  to  exceed  those  prescribed  in  40 
U.S.C.  318(c)),  as  will  insure  their 
enforcement,  for  the  protection  of 
persons,  property,  buildings,  and 
grounds  of  the  Arboretum,  Washington, 
DC;  the  U.S.  Meat  Animal  Research 
Center,  Clay  Center,  NE.;  the 
Agricultural  Research  Center,  Beltsville, 
MD;  and  the  Animal  Disease  Center, 
Plum  Island,  NY,  over  which  the  United 
States  has  exclusive  or  concurrent 
criminal  jurisdiction,  in  accordance  with 
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the  limitations  and  requirements  of  the 
Federal  Property  and  Administrative 
Services  Act  of  1949,  as  amended  (40 
U.S.C.  471  et.  aeq.),  the  Act  of  June  1, 

1948,  as  amended  (40  U.S.C.  316  et  seq.), 
and  the  policies,  procedures,  and 
controls  prescribed  by  the  General 
Services  Administration.  Any  rules  or 
regulations  promulgated  imder  this 
authority  shall  be  approved  by  the 
Director,  Office  of  Operations,  and  the 
General  Counsel  prior  to  issuance. 

(58)  Administer  the  Department's 
Patent  Program  except  as  delegated  to 
the  General  Counsel  in  S  2.31(g]. 

(59)  Provide  management  support 
services  for  the  National  Agricultural 
Library  as  agreed  upon  by  die  agencies 
with  authority  to  take  actions  required 
by  law  or  regulation.  As  used  herein,  the 
term  management  support  services 
includes  budget,  finhnce,  personnel, 
procurement,  property  management, 
communications,  paperwork 
management,  ADP  support,  and  related 
administrative  services. 

(60)  With  respect  to  land  and  facilities 
under  the  Administrator’s  authority, 
exercise  the  functions  delegated  to  the 
Secretary  by  Executive  Order  No.  12580 
(3  CFR,  1987  comp.,  p.  193)  under  the 
following  provisions  of  the 
Comprehensive  Environmental 
Response,  Compensation,  and  Liability 
Act  of  1980  (“the  Act"),  as  amended  (42 
U.S.C.  6601  et  seq.): 

(i)  Section  104  (a),  (b),  and  (c)(4)  of  die 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  9604  (a),  (b),  and  (c)  (4)). 
with  respect  to  removal  and  other 
remedial  action  in  the  event  of  the 
release  or  threatened  release  of  a 
hazardous  substance,  pollutant  or 
contaminant  into  the  environment 

(ii)  Section  104  (e)  throv^  (h)  of  the 
Act  (42  U.S.C.  9604(e)^h)),  with  respect 
to  information  gathering  and  access; 
compliance  orders;  conqiliance  with 
Federal  health  and  safety  standards; 
rates  for  wages  and  labor  standards 
applicable  to  covered  work;  and 
emergency  procurement  powers. 

(iii)  Secticm  104(i)(ll)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  9604(i)(ll)),  with  respect  to  the 
reduction  of  exposure  that  presents  a 
significant  risk  to  human  health. 

(iv)  Section  104(j)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9604(j)),  with  respect  to  the  acquisition 
of  real  property  and  interests  in  real 
property  required  to  conduct  a  remedial 
action. 

(v)  Section  105(d)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C 
9605(d)),  with  respect  to  petitions  for 
preliminary  assessment  of  a  release  or 
threatened  release. 

(vi)  Section  105(f)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9605(f)),  with  respect  to  consid^tion  of 
die  availability  of  qualified  minority 
firms  in  awardUng  contracts,  but 
excluding  that  portion  of  section  105(f) 


pertaining  to  the  annual  report  to 
Congress. 

{vii)  Section  109  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9609),  with  respect  to  the  assessment  of 
civil  penalties  for  violations  and  the 
granting  of  awards  to  individuals 
providing  information. 

(viii)  Section  111(f)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  9611(f)),  with  respect  to  the 
designation  of  officials  who  may 
obligate  money  in  the  Hazardous 
Substances  Superfund. 

(ix)  Section  113(k)  of  the  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  9613(k)),  with  respect  to 
establishing  an  administrative  record 
upon  which  to  base  the  selection  of  a 
response  action. 

(x)  Section  116(a)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9616(a)).  with  respect  to  preliminary 
assessments  and  site  inspections  of  all 
facilities. 

(xi)  Section  117  (a)  and  (c)  of  the  Act 
(42  U.S.C.  9617  (a)  and  (c)),  with  respect 
to  public  participation  in  the  preparation 
of  any  plan  for  remedial  action  and 
explanation  of  variances  fiom  the  final 
remedial  action  plan  for  any  remedial 
action  or  enforcement  action,  including 
any  settlement  or  consent  decree 
entered  into. 

fxii)  Section  119  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 
9619),  with  respect  to  die  liability  and 
the  indemnification  of  response  action 
contractors. 

(xiii)  Section  121  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

9621) ,  with  respect  to  selecting  cleanup 
standards. 

(xiv)  Section  122  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C. 

9622) ,  with  respect  to  entering  into 
settlement  agreements. 

(61)  With  respect  to  facilities  under 
the  Administrator's  authority,  exercise 
the  authority  of  the  Secretary  of 
Agricrdture  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  12088,  October  13. 1978  (43  FR  47707; 
3  CFR,  1978  Co^^).,  p.  243),  and  the  Solid 
Waste  Disposal  Act,  as  amended  by  the 
Resource  Conservation  and  Recovery 
Act  (RCRA),  as  further  amended  by  the 
Solid  and  Hazardous  Waste 
Amendments  of  1984,  (42  U.S.C  6001,  et 
aeq.),  to  enter  into  an  inter-agency 
agreement,  known  as  a  Federal  Facility 
Compliance  Agreement  (FFCA),  with  die 
United  States  Environmental  f^tection 
Agency  (EPA),  containing  a  plan  to 
a^eve  and  maintain  compliance  widi 
RCRA  requirements. 

(62)  Ca^  out  research  activities 
authorized  in  section  202(c)  of  the 
Colorado  River  Basin  Salinity  Control 
Act  (43  U.SX:.  1592(c)). 

(63)  Perform  food  and  agriodtaral 
research  in  support  of  functions 
assigned  to  the  Department  under  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1650,  as 
amended  (SO  U.S.C  Ai^.  2061,  et  aeq.), 
and  the  F^eral  Civil  Defense  Act  of 


1960,  as  amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2^1. 
et  seq.). 

(b)  [Reserved] 

$  2.107  Administrator,  Coopsraitve  Stats 
Research  Sorvics. 

(а)  Dele^tions.  Pursuant  to  S  2.30  (a) 
and  (c),  subject  to  the  reservations  in 

§  2.30a,  the  following  delegations  of 
authority  are  made  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Science  and  Education  to 
the  Administrator,  Cooperative  State 
Research  Service. 

(1)  Administer  research  and 
technology  development  grants  related 
to  the  economic  feasibility  of  the 
manufacture  and  commercialization  of 
natural  rubber  from  hydrocarbon- 
containing  plants  (7  U.S.C.  178-178n). 

(2)  Administer  the  appropriation  for 
the  endowment  and  maintenance  of 
colleges  for  the  benefit  of  agriculture 
and  the  mechanical  arts  (7  U.S.C.  321- 
326a). 

(3)  Administer  teaching  funds 
authorized  by  section  22  of  the 
Bankhead  Jones  Act,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  329). 

(4)  Cooperate  with  the  States  for  the 
purpose  of  encoura^ng  and  assisting 
them  in  carrying  out  out  research  related 
to  the  problems  of  agriculture  in  its 
broadest  aspects  under  the  Hatch  Act, 
as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  361a-361i). 

(5)  Support  agricultural  research  at 
eli^ble  institutions  in  the  States  through 
provision  of  Federal-grant  funds  to  help 
financial  physical  researdi  facilities  (7 
U.S.C.  390-390k). 

(б)  Carry  out  a  program  (IR-4 
Program)  for  the  collection  of  residue 
and  efficacy  data  in  support  of  minor 
use  pesticide  registration  or 
reregistration  and  to  determine 
tolerances  for  minor  use  chemical 
residues  in  or  on  agricultural 
commodities  (7  U,S.C.  450i(e]]. 

(7)  Administer  a  program  of 
conqietitive  grants  to  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations,  colleges  and 
universities,  other  research  institutions 
and  organizations.  Federal  agencies, 
private  organizations  or  corporations, 
and  individuals  for  research  to  further 
U^A  programs  (7  U.S.C.  450i(b^. 

(8)  Administer  a  program  of  special 
grants  to  carry  out  research  to  facilitate 
or  expand  promising  breakthroughs  in 
areas  of  food  and  agricultural  sciences 
and  to  facilitate  or  expand  ongoing 
State-Federal  food  and  agricultural 
research  programs;  and  administer  a 
program  of  fadlities  ^ants  to  renovate 
and  refinbish  resear^  spaces  (7  U.S.C. 
450i  (c)  and  (d)). 

(^  Conduct  a  research  and 
development  pn^ram  to  formulate  new 
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uses  for  farm  and  forest  products  (7 
U.S.C.  1832(b)). 

(10)  Administer,  in  cooperation  with 
the  States,  a  cooperative  rural 
development  and  small  farm  research 
program  under  the  Rural  Development 
Act  of  1972,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2861- 
2667). 

(11)  Provide  national  leadership  and 
support  for  cooperative  research 
programs  and  other  cooperative 
activities  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  to  meet  major  needs  and 
challenges  in  food  and  agricultural 
system  productivity;  development  of 
new  food,  fiber,  and  energy  sources; 
agricultural  energy  use  and  production; 
natural  resources;  promotion  of  the 
health  and  welfare  of  people;  human 
nutrition;  and  international  food  and 
agriculture  pursuant  to  the  National 
Agricultural  Research,  Extension,  and 
Teaching  Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  3101  et.  seq.). 

(12)  Conduct  a  program  of  grants  to 
States  to  expand,  renovate,  or  improve 
schools  of  veterinary  medicine  (7  U.S.C. 
3151). 

(13)  Administer  higher  education 
programs  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  and  administer  grants  to 
colleges  and  universities  (7  U.S.C  3152). 

(14)  Administer  the  National  Food  arid 
Agrir^tural  Sciences  Teaching  Awards 
program  for  recognition  of  educators  in 
the  food  and  agricultural  sciences  (7 
U.S.C.  3152). 

(15)  Administer  grants  to  colleges, 
universities,  and  Federal  laboratories 
for  research  on  the  production  and 
marketing  of  alcohol  and  industrial 
hydrocarbons  from  agricultural 
commodities  and  forest  products  (7 
U.S.C.  3154). 

(16)  Administer  a  grant,  in 
consultation  with  the  Agricultural 
Research  Service,  for  the  establishment 
of  a  food  science  and  nutrition  research 
center  for  the  Southeast  Region  of  the 
United  States  (7  U.S.C.  3174). 

(17)  Conduct  a  program  of  grants  to 
States  to  support  continuing  animal 
health  and  disease  research  programs 
under  the  National  Agricultural 
Research,  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3191-3201). 

(18)  Support  continuing  agricultural 
and  forestry  research,  resident 
instruction,  and  facilities  improvement 
at  1890  land-grant  colleges,  including 
Tuskegee  University,  and  administer  a 
grant  program  for  five  National 
Research  and  Training  Centennial 
Centers  (7  U.S.C  3221,  3222,  and  3222a- 
3222c). 

(19)  Support  agricultural  research  at 
the  1690  laind-grant  colleges,  including 
Tuskegee  University,  through  Federal 


grant  funds  to  help  finance  physical 
facilities  (7  U.S.C  3223). 

(20)  Cooperate  and  work  with 
national  and  international  institutions. 
Departments  and  Ministries  of 
Agriculture  in  other  nations,  land-grant 
colleges  and  universities,  and  other 
persons  throughout  die  world  in  the 
performance  of  agricultural  research 
activities  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

(21)  Administer  grants  to  States  in 
support  of  the  establishment  and 
operation  of  International  Trade 
Development  Centers  (7  U.S.C.  3292). 

(22)  Conduct  program  evaluations  to 
improve  the  administration  and  efficacy 
of  the  cooperative  research  grants 
program  involving  State  agricultural 
experiment  stations,  cooperative 
extension  services,  and  colleges  and 
universities  (7  U.S.C.  3317). 

(23)  Enter  into  contracts,  grants,  or 
cooperative  agreements  to  further 
.^search  or  teaching  programs  in  the 
food  and  agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C. 
3318) 

(24)  Enter  into  cost-reimbursable 
agreements  relating  to  agricultural 
research  or  teaching  activities  (7  U.S.C. 
3319a). 

(25)  Development  and  implement  a 
research  and  pilot  project  program  for 
the  development  of  supplemental  and 
alternative  crops  (7  U.&C  3319d). 

(26)  Administer  an  aquacultural 
assistance  program,  involving  centers, 
by  making  grants  to  eligible  institutions 
for  reseai^  to  facilitate  or  expand 
production  and  marketing  of 
aquacultural  food  species  and  products; 
and  making  grants  to  States  to  formulate 
aquaculture  development  plans  for  the 
production  and  marketing  of 
aquaculture  species  and  products  (7 
U.S.C.  3322). 

(27)  Administer  grants  to  further 
develop  and  expand  aquaculture 
research  facilities  for  intensive  water 
recirculating  aquaculture  systems  (7 
U.S.C.  3323). 

(28)  Administer  a  cooperative 
rangeland  research  program  (7  U.S.C. 
3331-3336). 

(29)  Administer  grants  for  basic 
research  on  cancer  in  animals  and  birds 
(7  U.S.C  3902). 

(30)  Administer  programs  and  conduct 
projects  in  cooperation  with  other 
agencies  for  research  and  education  on 
sustainable  agriculture  (7  U.S.C.  5811- 
5813). 

(31)  Cooperate  with  the  Extension 
Service  in  carryii^  out  research  to 
optimize  crop  and  livestock  production 
potential  in  integrated  resource 
management  and  integrated  crop 
management  systems  (7  U.S.C  5821). 

(32)  Establish  an  ^ricultural  Weather 
Office  and  administer  a  national 


agricultural  weather  infonnation  system, 
includii^  competitive  grants  program  for 
research  in  atmospheric  sciences  and 
climatology  (7  U.S.C.  5852-5853). 

(33)  Administer  a  grants  program  to 
States  to  administer  programs  for  State 
agricultriral  weather  information 
systems  (7  U.S.C.  5854). 

(34)  In  cooperation  with  the 
Agricultural  Research  Service, 
administer  competitive  research  grants 
regarding  the  production,  preparation, 
processing,  handling,  and  storage  of 
agriculture  products  (7  U.S.C.  5871- 
5874). 

(35)  Administer  a  grants  and  contracts 
program  on  integrated  pest  management 
including  research  to  benefit  floriculture 
(7  U.S.C.  5881). 

(36)  Administer  a  grants  program  to 
States  on  the  control  of  infestations  and 
eradication  of  exotic  pests  (7  U.S.C 
5883). 

(37)  Administer  a  grant  program  for 
risk  assessment  research  to  address 
concerns  about  the  environmental 
effects  of  biotechnology  (7  U.S.C.  5921). 

(38)  Administer  a  special  grants 
program  to  assist  efforts  by  research 
institutions  to  improve  the  efficiency 
and  efficacy  of  safety  and  inspection 
systems  for  livestock  products  (7  U.S.C. 
5923). 

(39)  Administer  a  competitive  grants 
program  in  support  of  the  development 
of  a  plant  genome  mapping  program  (7 
U.S.C.  5924). 

(40)  Support  research  related  to  the 
development  of  new  commercial 
products  derived  from  natural  plant 
materials  for  industrial,  medical,  and 
agricultural  applications  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(41)  Administer  a  competitive  grants 
program  to  develop  production  methods 
and  commercial  uses  for  mesquite  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(42)  Administer  a  competitive  grants 
program  to  investigate  enhanced 
selection  and  processing  techniques  of 
prickly  pears  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(43)  Support  research  to  determine  the 
presence  of  aflatoxin  in  the  food  and 
faed  iiha'ms  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(44)  Administer  research  grants  for  the 
deveiopment  of  agricultural  production 
and  marketing  systems  to  service  niche 
markets  (7  U.S.C  5925). 

(45)  Administer  a  grants  program  to 
States  on  immunoassay,  as  it  is  used  to 
detect  agricultural  pesticide  residues  on 
agricultural  commr^ties  and  to 
diagnose  plant  and  animal  diseases  (7 
U.S.C.  5925). 

(46)  Establish  and  administer  a 
program  for  the  development  and 
utilization  of  an  agricultural 
communiccrtions  network  (7  U.S.C  5926). 
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(47)  Administer  a  competitive  grants 
program,  in  consultation  with  the 
Agricultural  Research  Service,  to 
establish  national  centers  for 
agricultural  product  quality  research  (7 
U.S.C.  5928). 

(48)  Administer  a  special  grants 
program  to  study  constraints  on 
agricultural  trade  (7  U.S.C.  5931). 

(49)  Support  research  on  the  effects  of 
global  climate  change  in  agriculture  and 
forestry,  including  mitigation  of  the 
effects  on  crops  of  economic 
significance,  and  on  the  effects  of  the 
emissions  of  certain  gases  on  global 
climate  change  (7  U.S.C.  6702). 

(50)  Administer  the  Small  Business 
Innovation  Development  Act  of  1982  for 
USDA  (15  U.S.C.  638(e)-(k)). 

(51)  Administer  a  competitive  forestry, 
natural  resources,  and  environmental 
grant  program  (16  U.S.C.  582a-8). 

(52)  Establish  and  administer  the 
Forestry  Student  Grant  Program  to 
provide  competitive  grants  to  a'ssist  the 
expansion  of  the  professional  education 
of  forestry,  natural  resources,  and 
environmental  scientists  (16  U.S.C. 

1649). 

(53)  Provide  staff  support  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  in  his  role  as 
permanent  Chair  for  the  Joint 
Subcommittee  on  Aquaculture 
established  by  the  National  Aquaculture 
Act  of  1980  and  coordinate  aquacultural 
responsibilities  within  the  Department 
(16  U.S.C.  2805). 

(54)  Administer  grants  related  to 
research  and  development  in 
aquaculture  (16  U.S.C.  2806). 

(55)  Coordinate  research  by 
cooperating  State  research  institutions 
in  support  of  functions  assigned  to  the 
Department  under  the  Defense 
Production  Act  of  1950.  as  amended  (50 
U.S.C.  App.  2061  et.  seq.),  and  the 
Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2251  et.  seq.). 

(56)  Provide  management  support 
services  to  agencies  reporting  to  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Science  and 
Education  in  the  administration  of 
discretionary  grants. 

(57)  Obtein  and  furnish  Federal 
excess  property  to  eligible  recipients  for 
use  in  the  conduct  of  research  and 
extension  programs  (40  U.S.C.  483(d)(2)). 

(58)  Represent  the  Department  on  the 
Federal  Interagency  Council  on 
Education. 

(59)  Conduct  and  coordinate 
Departmental  research  programs  on 
water  quality  and  nutrient  management 
(7  U.S.C.  5504). 

(b)  [Reserved] 

S  2.108  Administrator,  Extension  Service. 

(a)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  §  2.30  (a) 
and  (c),  subject  to  reservations  in 


S  2.30a,  the  following  delegations  of 
authority  are  made  by  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Science  and  Education  to 
the  Administrator.  Extension  Service: 

(1)  Administer  a  cooperative 
agricultural  extension  program  in 
accordance  with  the  Smith-Lever  Act,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  341-349). 

(2)  Administer  a  cooperative 
agricultural  extension  program  related 
to  agriculture,  uses  of  solar  energy  with 
respect  to  agriculture,  and  home 
economics  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
(D.C.  Code  31-1409). 

(3)  Conduct  educational  and 
demonstration  work  related  to  the 
distribution  and  marketing  of  a 
agricultural  products  under  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1621-1627). 

(4)  Administer  a  competitive  grant 
program  for  non-profit  institutions  to 
establish  and  operate  centers  for  rural 
technology  or  cooperative  development 
(7  U.S.C.  1932(f)). 

(5)  Administer  a  nutrition  education 
program  for  Food  Stamp  recipients  and 
for  the  distribution  of  commodities  on 
reservations  (7  U.S.C.  2020(f)). 

(6)  Provide  education  outreach  and 
programs  for  socially  disadvantaged 
farmers  and  ranchers  (7  U.S.C.  2279). 

(7)  Administer  a  grants  program  for 
rural  health  and  safety  education  (7 
U.S.C.  2662). 

(8)  Administer,  in  cooperation  with 
the  States,  a  cooperative  rural 
development  and  small  farm  extension 
program  under  the  Rural  Development 
Act  of  1972,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  2661- 
2667). 

(9)  Administer  a  rural  economic  and 
business  development  program  to 
employ  specialists  to  assist  individuals 
in  business  activities  (7  U.S.C.  2662). 

(10)  Administer  a  national  program  to 
provide  rural  citizens  with  training  to 
increase  their  leadership  abilities  (7 
U.S.C.  2662). 

(11)  Administer  a  competitive  grant 
program  to  establish  demonstration 
areas  for  rural  economic  development  (7 
U.S.C.  2662a). 

(12)  Administer  a  competitive  grant 
program  for  financially  stressed  farmers, 
dislocated  farmers,  and  rural  families  (7 
U.S.C.  2662(f)). 

(13)  Administer  a  grant  program  to 
improve  the  rural  health  infrastructure 
(7  U.S.C.  2662  note). 

(14)  Administer  a  cooperative 
extension  program  under  the  Farmer-to- 
Consumer  Direct  Marketing  Act  of  1976 
(7  U.S.C.  3004). 

(15)  Provide  national  leadership  and 
support  for  cooperative  extension 
programs  and  other  extension  activities 
in  the  food  and  agricultural  sciences  to 
meet  the  needs  and  challenges  in  food 


and  agricultural  system  productivity; 
development  of  new  food,  fiber,  and 
energy  sources;  agricultural  energy  use 
and  production;  natural  resources; 
promotion  of  the  health  and  welfare  of 
people;  human  nutrition;  and 
international  food  and  agriculture 
pursuant  to  the  National  Agricultural 
Research,  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3101  et  seq.). 

(16)  Identify  and  compile  information 
on  methods  of  composting  agricultural 
wastes  and  its  potential  uses  and 
develop  educational  programs  on 
composting  (7  U.S.C.  3130). 

(17)  Administer  a  national  food  and 
human  nutrition  extension  program 
under  the  National  Agricultural 
Research,  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C. 
3171-3175). 

(18)  Support  continuing  agricultural 
and  forestry  extension  at  1890  land- 
grant  colleges,  including  Tuskegee 
University  (7  U.S.C.  3221). 

(19)  Make  grants,  under  such  terms 
and  conditions  as  the  Administrator 
determines,  to  eligible  institutions  for 
the  purpose  of  assisting  such  institutions 
in  the  purchase  of  equipment  and  land, 
and  the  planning,  construction, 
alteration,  or  renovation  of  buildings,  to 
provide  adequate  facilities  to  conduct 
extension  work,  and  issue  rules  and 
regulations  as  necessary  to  carry  out 
this  authority  (7  U.S.C.  3224). 

(20)  Cooperate  and  work  with 
national  and  international  institutions. 
Departments  and  Ministries  of 
Agriculture  in  other  nations,  land-grant 
colleges  and  universities,  and  other 
persons  throughout  the  world  in  the 
performance  of  agricultural  extension 
activities  (7  U.S.C.  3291). 

(21)  Conduct  program  evaluations  to 
improve  the  administration  and 
effectiveness  of  the  cooperative 
extension  programs  involving  State 
agricultural  experiment  stations, 
cooperative  extension  services,  and 
colleges  and  universities  (7  U.S.C.  3317). 

(22)  Enter  into  contracts,  grants,  or 
cooperative  agreements  to  further 
extension  programs  in  the  food  and 
agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3318). 

(23)  Enter  in  cost-reimbursable 
agreements  relating  to  agricultural 
extension  or  teaching  activities  (7  U.S.C. 
3319a). 

(24)  Provide  technical  assistance  to 
farm  owners  and  operators,  marketing 
cooperatives,  and  others  in  the 
development  and  implementation  of  a 
research  and  pilot  project  program  for 
the  development  of  supplemental  and 
alternative  crops  (7  U.S.C.  3319d). 
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(25)  Administer  an  aquaculture 
assistance  program  by  supporting 
eligible  institutions  for  extension  to 
facilitate  or  expand  production  and 
marketing  of  aquaculture  food  species 
and  products;  and  conducting  a  program 
of  extension  and  demonstration  at 
aquacultural  demonstration  centers  (7 
U.S.C.  3322). 

(26)  Design  educational  programs, 
implement,  and  distribute  materials  in 
cooperation  with  the  cooperative 
extension  services  of  the  States 
emphasizing  the  importance  of 
productive  farmland  ptursuant  to  section 
1544(a)  of  the  Farmland  Protection 
Policy  Act  (7  U.S.C.  4205(a)). 

(27)  Establish  and  administer 
education  programs  relating  to  water 
quality  (7  U.S.C.  5503). 

(26)  Administer  education  programs 
for  the  users  and  dealers  of 
agrichemicals  (7  U.S.C.  5506). 

(29)  Administer  a  cooperative 
extension  program  developed  for 
integrated  crop  management  and 
integrated  resource  management 
practices  (7  U.S.C.  5621). 

(30)  Design,  implement  and  develop 
handbooks,  technical  guides,  and  other 
educational  materials  emphasizing 
sustainable  agriculture  production 
systems  and  practices  (7  U.S.C.  5631). 

(31)  Administer  a  competitive  grant 
program  to  organizations  to  carry  out  a 
training  program  on  sustainable 
agriculture  (7  U.S.C.  5832). 

(32)  Administer  a  cooperative 
extension  program  on  agricultural 
weather  forecasts  and  climate 
information  for  agricultural  producers  (7 
U.S.C.  5854). 

(33)  Implement  and  administer  an 
extension  program  developed  for 
integrated  pest  management  (7  U.S.C. 
5681). 

(34)  Establi^  a  national  pesticide 
resistance  monitoring  program  (7  U.8.C. 
5862). 

(35)  Conduct  educational  programs  on 
the  biology  and  behavior  of  chinch  bugs 
(7  U.S.C.  5884). 

(36)  Administer  extension  grants  for 
the  development  of  agricultural 
production  and  marketing  systems  to 
service  niche  markets  (7  U.S.C.  5925). 

(37)  Administer  education  programs 
on  Indian  reservations  and  tribal 
jurisdictions  (7  U.S.C.  5930). 

(38)  Administer  competitive  grants  to 
States  to  establish  a  pilot  project  to 
coordinate  food  and  nutrition  education 
programs  (7  U.S.C.  2027(a)  and  5032). 

(39)  Administer  a  demonstration 
grants  program  for  support  (rf  an 
assistive  technology  program  for 
fanners  with  disabilities  (7  U.S.C  5933). 


(40)  Conduct  educational  and 
demonstrational  work  in  cooperative 
farm  forestry  programs  (16  U.S.C.  568). 

(41)  Provide  for  an  expanded  and 
comprehensive  extension  program  for 
forest  and  rangeland  renewable 
resources  (16  U.S.C.  1671-1676). 

(42)  Conduct  forestry  and  natural 
resource  education  programs,  including 
guidelines  for  technology  transfer  (16 
U.S.C.  1674). 

(43)  Provide  technical,  financial,  and 
educational  assistance  to  State  foresters 
and  State  extension  directors  on  rural 
forestry  assistance  (16  U.S.C  2102). 

(44)  Provide  educational  assistance  to 
State  foresters  under  the  Forest 
Stewardship  Program  (16  U.S.C.  2103a). 

(45)  Implraent  and  conduct  an 
educational  program  to  assist  the 
development  of  urban  and  community 
forestry  programs  (16  U.S.C.  2105). 

(46)  Adhninister  extension  education 
programs  in  aquaculture  (16  U.S.C.  2804 
and  2806). 

(47)  Provide  educational  assistance  to 
farmers  regarding  the  Agricultural 
Water  Quality  Protection  Program  (16 
U.S.C.  3e36b). 

(48)  Authorize  the  use  of  the  4-H  dub 
name  and  emblem  (18  U.S.C.  707). 

(49)  Obtain  and  furnish  Federal 
excess  property  to  eligible  recipients  for 
use  in  the  conduct  of  research  and 
extension  programs  (40  U.S.C  483(d)(2)). 

(50)  Conduct  demonstrational  and 
promotional  activities  related  to  farm 
dwellings  and  other  buildings  for  the 
purposes  of  reducing  costs  and  adapting 
and  developing  fixtures  and 
appurtenances  for  more  efficient  and 
economical  farm  use  (42  U.S.C.  1476(b)). 

(51)  Provide  leadership  and  direct 
assistance  in  planning,  conducting,  and 
evaluating  extension  programs  under  a 
memorandum  of  agreement  with  the 
Bureau  of  Indian  /^airs  dated  May, 
1956. 

(52)  Exercise  the  responsibilities  of 
the  Secretary  under  regulations  dealing 
with  Equal  Emplojnnent  Opportunity 
(Part  18  of  this  subtitle). 

(53)  Administer  educational  and 
information  services  assigned  under  the 
Defense  Production  Act  of  1950,  as 
amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2061  et.  seq.), 
and  the  Federal  Civil  Defense  Act  of 
1950,  as  amended  (50  U.S.C.  App.  2251 
et.  seq.). 

(54)  Provide  management  support 
services  for  the  Cooperative  State 
Research  Service  as  agreed  upon  by  the 
agencies  with  authority  to  tate  actions 
required  by  law  or  regulation.  As  used 
herein,  the  term  management  support 
services  includes  finance,  personnel, 
procuremeat.  property  management, 
communications,  paperwork 


management  and  related  administrative 
services. 

(55)  Carry  out  demonstration  and 
educational  activities  authorir^ed  in 
section  202(c)  of  the  Colorado  River 
Basin  Salinity  Control  Act  (43  U.S.C. 
1592(c)). 

(56)  Provide  educational  and  technical 
assistance  in  implementing  and 
administering  the  conservation  reserve 
program  authorized  in  sections  1231- 
1244  of  the  Food  Security  Act  of  1965 
(Public  Law  99-196, 99  Stat  1509)  (16 
U.S.C.  3831-3844). 

(b)  [Reserved] 

§  2.109  Director,  Nationiri  Agricultural 
UtKsry. 

(а)  Delegations.  Pursuant  to  |  2.30(a), 
subject  to  reservations  in  |  2.30a,  the 
following  delegations  of  authority  are 
made  by  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Science  and  Education  to  the  Director, 
National  Agricultural  Library: 

(1)  Provide  resource  information 
concerning  rural  electric  and  telephone 
use  and  rural  development  efforts  (7 
U.S.C.  917). 

(2)  Act  as  a  catalyst  to  provide  access 
to  leadership  training  and  services 
programs  encompassing  private,  public, 
business,  and  government  entities  in 
cooperation  with  the  Extension  Service 
(7  U.S.C.  950aa-l). 

(3)  Develop  and  maintain  library  and 
information  systems  and  networics  and 
facilitate  cooperation  and  coordination 
of  the  agricultural  libraries  of  colleges, 
universities,  USDA,  and  their  closely 
allied  information  gathering  and 
dissemination  units  in  conjunction  with 
private  industry  and  odier  research 
libraries  (7  U.S.C.  2201,  2204,  3125a,  and 
3126). 

(4)  Accept  gifts  and  order 
disbursements  from  the  Treasury  for  the 
benefit  of  the  National  Agricultural 
Library  or  for  the  carrying  out  of  any  of 
its  functions  (7  U.S.C.  2264-2285). 

(5)  Provide  for  the  dissemination  of 
appropriate  rural  health  and  safety 
information  resources  possessed  by  the 
NAL  Rural  Information  Center,  in 
cooperation  with  State  educational 
program  efiorts  (7  U.S.C.  2662). 

(б)  Provide  national  leadership  in  the 
development  and  maintenance  of  library 
and  related  information  systems  and 
other  activities  to  support  the  research, 
extension,  and  teachi^  programs  in  the 
food  and  agricultural  sciences  pursuant 
to  the  National  Agricultural  Research, 
Extension,  and  Teaching  Policy  Act  of 
1977.  as  amended  (7  U.S.C  3101  and 
3121). 

(7)  Administer  the  proems  and 
services  of  NAL  consistent  with  its 
charge  to  serve  as  the  primary 
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agricultural  information  resource  of  the 
United  States  and  enter  into  agreements 
and  receive  funds  from  various  entities 
to  conduct  NAL  activities  (7  U.S.C. 

3125a). 

(8)  Provide  and  distribute  information 
and  data  about  Federal,  State,  local,  and 
other  rural  development  assistance 
programs  and  services  available  to 
individuals  and  organizations.  To  the 
extent  possible,  the  National 
Agricultural  Library  shall  use 
telecommunications  technology  to 
disseminate  such  information  to  rural 
areas  (7  U.S.C.  3125b). 

(9)  Assemble  and  collect  food  and 
nutrition  educational  materials, 
including  the  results  of  nutrition 
research,  training  methods,  procedures, 
and  other  materials  related  to  the 
purposes  of  the  National  Agricultural 
Research,  Extension,  and  Teaching 
Policy  Act  of  1977,  as  amended; 
maintain  such  information:  and  provide 
for  the  dissemination  of  such 
information  and  materials  on  a  regular 
basis  to  State  educational  agencies  and 
other  interested  parties  (7  U.S.C.  3126). 

(10)  Conduct  program  evaluations  to 
improve  the  administration  and  efficacy 
of  the  library  and  related  information 
systems  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3317). 

(11)  Enter  into  contracts,  grants,  or 
cooperative  agreements  to  further 
library  and  related  information 
programs  supporting  research, 
extension,  and  teaching  programs  in  the 
food  and  agricultural  sciences  (7  U.S.C. 
3318). 

(12)  Enter  into  cost-reimbursable 
agreements  to  further  library  and  related 
information  programs  supporting 
research,  extension,  and  teaching 
programs  in  the  food  and  agricultural 
sciences  (7  U.S.C.  3319a). 

(13)  Administer  the  National 
Agricultural  Library,  including  the 
farmland  information  center,  pursuant  to 
section  1544(b)  of  the  Farmland 
Protection  Policy  Act  (7  U.S.C.  4205(b)). 

(14)  Support  Department  water 
programs  through  participation  in  State 
water  quality  coordination  programs 
and  dissemination  of  agrichemical 
information  (7  U.S.C.  5503-5506). 

(15)  Provide  a  repository  of  agriculture 
and  ground  water  quality  planning 
information  (7  U.S.C.  5505). 

(16)  Disseminate  information  on 
materials  and  methods  of  pest  and 
disease  control  available  to  agricultural 
producers  through  the  pest  and  disease 
control  database  (7  U.S.C.  5882). 

(17)  Represent  the  Department  on  all 
library  and  information  science  matters 
before  Congressional  Committees  and 
appropriate  commissions,  and  provide 
representation  to  the  coordinating 


committees  of  the  Federal  and  State 
governments  concerned  with  library  and 
information  science  activities. 

(18)  Represent  the  Department  in 
international  organizational  activities 
and  on  international  technical 
committees  concerned  with  library  and 
information  science  activities. 

(19)  Prepare  and  disseminate 
computer  files,  indexes  and  abstracts, 
bibliographies,  reviews  and  other 
analytical  information  tools. 

(20)  Arrange  for  the  consolidated 
purchasing  and  dissemination  of  printed 
and  automated  indexes,  abstracts, 
journals,  and  other  widely  used 
information  resources  and  services. 

(21)  Provide  assistance  and  support  to 
professional  organizations  and  others 
concerned  with  library  and  information 
science  matters  and  issues. 

(22)  Copy  and  deliver  on  demand 
selected  articles  and  other  materials 
from  NAL’s  collections  by  photographic 
reproduction  or  other  means  within  the 
permissions,  constraints,  and  limitations 
of  sections  106, 107,  and  108  of  the 
Copyright  Act  of  October  19, 1976  (17 
U.S.C.  106, 107  and  108). 

(23)  Formulate,  write,  or  prescribe 
bibliographic  and  technically  related 
standards  for  the  library  and 
information  systems  of  USDA. 

(24)  Assure  the  acquisition, 
preservation,  and  accessibility  of  all 
information  concerning  food  and 
agriculture  by  providing  leadership  to 
and  coordination  of  the  acquisition 
programs  and  related  activities  of  the 
library  and  information  systems,  with 
the  agencies  of  USDA,  other  Federal 
departments  and  agencies.  State 
agricultural  experiment  stations, 
colleges  and  universities,  and  other 
research  institutions  and  organizations. 

(25)  Determine  by  survey  or  other 
appropriate  means,  the  information 
needs  of  the  Department's  scientific, 
professional,  technical,  and 
administrative  staffs,  its  constituencies, 
and  the  general  public  in  the  areas  of 
food,  agriculture,  the  environment,  and 
other  related  areas. 

(b)  [Reserved] 

For  7  CFR  part  2,  subpart  C. 

Dated:  March  10, 1992. 

Edward  Madigan, 

Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

For  7  CFR  part  2,  subpart  N. 

Dated;  March  12, 1992. 

Harry  C.  Mussman, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Science  and 
Educatian. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6281  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BHUNQ  CODE  341O-01-II 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 
Federal  Aviation  Administration 
14  CFR  Part  97 

(Docket  No.  1484;  Arndt  No.  26808) 

Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures;  Miscellaneous 
Amendments 

AGENCY:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 
action:  Final  rule. 

SUMMARY:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SIAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  the  adoption  of  new 
or  revised  criteria,  or  because  of 
changes  occurring  in  the  National 
Airspace  System,  such  as  the 
commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  trafHc  requirements. 

These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  promote  safe  flight 
operations  under  instrument  flight  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  Effective:  An  effective  date  for 
each  SLAP  is  specified  in  the 
amendatory  provisions. 

Incorporation  by  reference — approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  31, 1980,  and  reapproved 
as  of  January  1, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matters 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the  region 
in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 

For  Purchase — 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from: 

1.  FAA  Public  Inquiry  Center  (APA-200), 
FAA  Headquarters  Building,  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20591;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the  region 
in  which  the  affected  airport  is 
located. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SIAPs.  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  are  for  sale  by  the 
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Superintended  ';  of  Documents,  U.S. 
Government  P" ting  Office, 

Washington,  •  -G  20402. 

FOR  FURTHER  t^^ORMATION  CONTACT: 

Paul ).  Best,  F  wht  Procedures  Standards 
Branch  (AFS-4<:0),  Technical  Programs 
Division,  Fligr Standards  Service, 
Federal  Avia  'n  Administration,  800 
Independenci-  venue  SW., 

Washington,  i  >0  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-8277. 

supplementary  information;  This 
amendment  to  uart  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97) 
establishes,  amends,  suspends,  or 
revokes  Standd’’d  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SiAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  desc 'Option  of  each  SIAP  is 
contained  in  official  FAA  form 
documents  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  this  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR  part  51,  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR).  The  applicable  FAA  Forms  are 
identified  as  FAA  Forms  8260-3,  8260-4, 
and  8260-5.  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  for  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SiAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  on  charts  printed  by 
publishers  of  aeronautical  materials. 
Thus,  the  advantages  of  incorporation 
by  reference  are  realized  and 
publication  of  the  complete  description 
of  each  SIAP  contained  in  FAA  form 
documents  is  unnecessary.  The 
provisions  of  this  amendment  state  the 
affected  CFR  (and  FAR)  sections,  with 
the  types  and  effective  dates  of  the 
SiAPs.  This  amendment  also  identifies 
the  airport,  its  location,  the  procedure 
identification  and  the  amendment 
number. 

This  amendment  to  part  97  is  effective 
upon  publication  of  each  separate  SIAP 
as  contained  in  the  transmittal.  Some 
SIAP  amendments  may  have  been 
previously  issued  by  the  FAA  in  a 
National  Flight  Data  Center  (FDC) 
Notice  to  Airmen  (NOT AM)  as  an 
emergency  action  of  immediate  flight 
safety  relating  directly  to  published 
aeronautical  charts.  The  circumstances 
which  created  the  need  for  some  SIAP 
amendments  may  require  making  them 
effective  in  less  than  30  days.  For  the 
remaining  SiAPs,  an  effective  date  at 
least  30  days  after  publication  is 
provided. 

Further,  the  SiAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 
contained  in  the  U.S.  Standard  for 


Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  In  developing  these 
SiAPs,  the  TERPs  criteria  were  applied 
to  the  conditions  existing  or  anticipated 
at  the  affected  airports.  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SiAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SiAPs 
are  uimecessary,  impracticable,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  some  SiAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

The  FAA  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It.  therefore:  (1)  Is  not  a  “major 
rule"  under  Executive  Order  12291:  (2)  is 
not  a  “significant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR  11034;  February  26. 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  For  the  same 
reason,  the  FAA  certifies  that  this 
amendment  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  97 

Air  traffic  control.  Airports, 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Navigation 
(Air),  Standard  instrument  approaches. 
Weather. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  13, 
1992. 

Thomas  C.  Accanli, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Services. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursueuit  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  UTC  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  97 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  app.  1348, 1354(a],  1421 
and  1510;  49  U.S.C.  106(g)  and  14  CFR 
11.49(b)(2). 

§§  97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33, 
97.35  (Amended] 

2.  Part  97  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

By  amending:  S  97.23  VOR,  VOR/DME, 
VOR  or  TACAN,  and  VOR/DME  or  TACAN; 
S  97.25  LOC,  LOC/DME,  LDA,  LDA/DME, 


SDF,  SDF/DME;  $  97.27  NDB,  NDB/DME; 

§  97.29  ILS.  ILS/DME,  ISMLS,  MLS,  MLS/ 

DME,  MLS/RNAV;  §  97.31  RADAR  SIAPS; 

S  97.33  RNAV  SiAPs;  and  $  97.35  COPTFR 
SiAPs,  identified  as  follows; 

*  *  *  Effective  June  25, 1992 
Palmdale,  CA — Palmdale  Prodn  FLT/Test 

Instln  AF  Plant  42.  VOR/DME  or  TACAN 
RWY  25.  Arndt.  6 

Palmdale,  CA — ^Palmdale  Prodn  FLT/Test 
Instln  AF  Plant  42.  ILS  RWY  25.  Arndt.  8 
Burley,  ID — Burley  Muni.  VOR-A,  Arndt.  3 
Burley,  ID — Burley  Muni,  VOR/DME-B, 

Arndt.  3 

Granbury,  TX — Granbury  Muni.  VOR-B, 

Arndt.  3 

*  *  *  Effective  April  30, 1992 

Hooper  Bay,  AK — Hooper  Bay.  VOR  RWY  13, 
Orig.,  Cancelled 

Casa  Grande,  AZ — Casa  Grande  Muni,  VOR 
RWY  5.  Arndt.  4 

Casa  Grande,  AZ — Casa  Grande  Muni,  ILS/ 
DME  RWY  5.  Arndt.  6 
San  Diego  (El  Cajon),  CA — Gillespie  Field, 
LOC-D,  Arndt.  9 

Santa  Monica,  CA — Santa  Monica  Muni, 
NDB-B,  Orig.,  Cancelled 
Truckee,  CA — ^Truckee-Tahoe,  VOR/DME 
RNAV-A,  Arndt.  5 

Washington.  DC — Washington  Di'Jles  Inti, 

ILS  RWY  19L,  Arndt.  10 
Estherville,  lA — Estherville  Muni,  NDB  RWY 

34.  Orig. 

Baltimore,  MD — Martin  State,  LOC  RWY  14, 
Orig. 

Baltimore,  MD — Martin  State,  NDB  RWY  14, 
Arndt.  7 

Baltimore,  MD — Martin  State,  NDB  RWY  32, 
Arndt.  7 

Baltimore,  MD — Martin  State.  ILS  RWY  32, 
Arndt.  4 

Baltimore.  MD — Martin  State,  VOR/DME 
RNAV  RWY  14.  Arndt.  4 
Cumberland.  MD — Cumberland,  LOC-A, 
Arndt.  3 

Cumberland,  MD — Cumberland,  LOC/DME 
RWY  23.  Arndt.  5 

Port  Huron,  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Arndt.  6 

Port  Huron,  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  NDB 
RWY  4,  Arndt.  9,  Cancelled 
Port  Huron,  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  NDB 
RWY  4,  Orig. 

Port  Huron.  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  ILS 
RWY  4.  Orig. 

Port  Huron,  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  RNAV 
RWY  4.  Orig.,  Cancelled 
Port  Huron.  MI — St.  Clair  County  Inti,  VOR/ 
DME  RNAV  RWY  22.  Admt.  1 
Cook.  MN— Cook  Muni.  NDB  RWY  31.  Orig. 
Ainsworth,  NE — Ainsworth  Muni,  VOR  RWY 
17.  Arndt.  2 

Ainsworth,  NE — Ainsworth  Muni,  VOR  RWY 

35.  Arndt.  3 

Aurora.  NE — Aurora  Muni.  VOR-A,  Arndt.  4 
Aurora,  NE — Aurora  Muni.  NDB  RWY  16, 
Arndt.  1 

Fremont,  NE — Fremont  Muni,  NDB  RWY  13, 
Arndt.  1 

Valentine.  NE— Miller  Field.  NDB  RWY  31. 
Arndt.  6 

Hammonton,  N) — Hammonton  Muni,  VOR-A. 
Arndt.  6 
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Hammonton,  N| — Hamanonton  Muni,  VOR-B, 
Arndt  1 

New  York.  NY — Laguardia,  VOR/DME-^ 
Arndt.  2 

New  Yoric,  NY — Laguardia,  VOR/E^E-G, 
Arndt.  2 

Norwich,  NY — Lt.  Warren  Eaton,  VOR/DME- 
A.  Amdt.  3 

Stillwater,  OK — Stillwater  Muni.  VOR  RWY 
17.  Amdt.  10 

Yap  Island.  States  of  Micronesia — Yap 
Intemationai,  NOB  RWY  7.  Amdt  5 
Yap  Island,  States  of  Micronesia — Yap 
International.  NDB/DME  RWY  7.  Amdt.  1 
Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — ^Dalias/Fort  Worth 
International,  Converging  ILS  RWY  13R. 
Amdt.  2 

Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai.  ILS  RWY  13R.  Amdt  2 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Port  Worth 
Intemationai,  Converging  ILS  RWY  17L. 
Amdt.  3 

Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — Dallas/Fort  Wwth 
International.  ILS  RWY  17L,  Amdt.  4 
Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai.  Converging  ILS  RWY  17R, 
Amdt.  3 

DalUs-Fort  Worth.  TX— Dallas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai,  ILS  RWY  17R.  Amdt.  16 
DaUas-Fort  Worth,  TX-^MlIas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai,  Converging  ILS  RWY  18L. 
AmdL2 

Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
international.  ILS  RWY  18L,  Amdt  15 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — ^Dallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  Converging  ILS  RWY  1^ 
Amdt.  2 

DallasFort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  ILS  RWY  18R.  Amdt.  3 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Oallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  Converging  ILS  RWY  31R, 
Amdt.  2 

Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai,  ILS  RWY  31R.  Amdt.  7 
Dallas-Fort  Worth.  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  Converging  ILS  RWY  35R, 
Amdt.  2 

Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
Intemationai,  ILS  RWY  35R.  Amdt.  4 
Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  Converging  ILS  RWY  36L, 
Amdt.  2 

Dallas-Fort  Worth,  TX — Dallas/Fort  Worth 
International,  IlJs  RWY  36L.  Amdt.  4 
Stephenville,  TX— Clark  Field  Muni,  VOR/ 
DME-A,  Amdt.  4 

Fairmont,  WV — Fairmont  Muni,  VOR/DME 
RWY  22.  Amdt.  4 

*  *  ‘  Effective  April  Z  1992 

New  York,  NY — Laguardia.  LDA-A.  Orig. 

*  *  *  Effective  March  5, 1992 

Titusville,  FL — Space  Center  Executive,  NDB 
RWY  18,  Amdt.  11 

Rocky  Mount,  NC — Rocky  Mount-Wilson, 
VOR/DME  RWY  22,  Amdt.  1 
Rock  HilL  SC — Rock  Hill  Municipal/Bryant 
Field.  VOR-A,  Amdt.  9 

*  *  *  Effective  March  4, 1992 

Fort  Myers,  FL — Southwest  Florida  RegionaL 
RADAR-1,  Amdt.  3 

Immokalec,  FL — Immokalee,  VOR  RWY  18. 
Amdt.  3 


Titusville,  FL— Space  Center  Executive,  ILS 
RWY  3^  AmdL  9 

*  *  *  Effective  March  Z  1992 

Rock  Hill.  SC — ^Rockhill  Munidpal/Bryant 
Field,  VOR/DME^.  Amdt.  4 

'  *  *  Effective  February  27. 19^ 
Greensbent},  NC — Piedmont  Triad  Inti,  VOR/ 
DME  RWY  23.  Arndts 
Greensboro,  NC— Piedmont  Triad  Inti,  ILS 
RWY  23.  Amdt  S 

Greensboro.  NC — ^Piedmont  Triad  Inti. 
RADAR-1,  Amdt  8 

*  *  *  Effective  December  13, 1990 

Rifle,  CO — Garfield  County  Regional,  LOC/ 
DME-A.  Amdt.  4 

[FR  Doc.  92-6523  Filed  3-19-02;  8:45  am] 
MLUNQ  COOK  4910-13-M 


14  CFRPart97 

[Docket  No.  1483;  Aimtt  No.  26807] 

Standard  Instrumant  Approach 
Procadures;  MitceManaoua 
Amendments 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

action;  Final  rule. 

summary:  This  amendment  establishes, 
amends,  suspends,  or  revokes  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures 
(SLAPs)  for  operations  at  certain 
airports.  These  regulatory  actions  are 
needed  because  of  changes  occurring  in 
the  National  Airspace  Syst«n,  such  as 
the  commissioning  of  new  navigational 
facilities,  addition  of  new  obstacles,  or 
changes  in  air  traffic  requirements. 

These  changes  are  designed  to  provide 
safe  and  efficient  use  of  the  navigable 
airspace  and  to  jHtimote  safe  fli^t 
operations  under  instrument  fli^t  rules 
at  the  affected  airports. 

DATES:  Effective:  An  effective  date  for 
each  SlAP  is  specified  in  the 
amendatory  provisions. 

Incorporation  by  reference-approved 
by  the  Director  of  the  Federal  Register 
on  December  31, 1980,  and  reapproved 
as  of  January  1, 1982. 

ADDRESSES:  Availability  of  matter 
incorporated  by  reference  in  the 
amendment  is  as  follows: 

For  Examination — 

1.  FAA  Rules  Docket,  FAA 
Headquarters  Building.  800 
Independence  Avenue.  SW^ 
Washington.  DC  20591; 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the  region 
in  which  affected  airport  is  located;  or 

3.  The  Flight  Inspection  Field  Office 
which  originated  the  SIAP. 


For  Purchase — 

Individual  SIAP  copies  may  be 
obtained  from: 

1.  FAA  Public  inquiry  Center  {APA-200). 

FAA  Headquarters  Building.  800 

Independence  Avenue.  SW., 

Washington.  DC  2(^91;  or 

2.  The  FAA  Regional  Office  of  the  region 

in  which  the  affected  airport  is 

located. 

By  Subscription — 

Copies  of  all  SLAPs,  mailed  once 
every  2  weeks,  are  for  sale  by  the 
Superintendent  of  Documents,  US 
Government  Printing  Office, 

Washington,  DC  20402. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Paul }.  Best.  Flight  Procedures  Standards 
Branch  (AFS-420),  Technical  Programs 
Division,  Flight  Standards  Service, 
Federal  Aviation  Administration.  800 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20591;  telephone  (202) 
267-8277. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
amendment  to  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviatiem  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97) 
establishes,  amends,  suspends,  or 
revokes  Standard  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (SIAPs).  The  complete 
regulatory  description  on  each  SIAP  is 
contained  in  the  appropriate  FAA  Form 
8260  and  the  National  Flight  Data  Center 
(FDC)/Pennanent  (P)  Notices  to  Airmen 
(NOTAM)  which  are  incorporated  by 
reference  in  the  amendment  under  5 
U.S.C.  552(a),  1  CFR  part  51.  and  §  97.20 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Regulations 
(FAR).  Materials  incorporated  by 
reference  are  available  Lot  examination 
or  purchase  as  stated  above. 

The  large  number  of  SIAPs,  their 
complex  nature,  and  the  need  for  a 
special  format  make  their  verbatim 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register 
expensive  and  impractical.  Further, 
airmen  do  not  use  the  regulatory  text  of 
the  SIAPs,  but  refer  to  their  graphic 
depiction  of  charts  printed  by  publishers 
of  aeronautical  materials.  Thus,  the 
advantages  of  incorporation  by 
reference  are  realized  and  publication  of 
the  complete  description  of  each  SIAP 
contain^  in  FAA  form  documents  is 
unnecessary.  The  Provisions  of  this 
amendment  state  the  affected  CFR  (and 
FAR)  sections,  with  the  types  and 
effective  dates  of  the  SIAft.  This 
amendment  also  identihes  the  aiiport, 
its  location,  the  procedure  identification 
and  the  amendment  number. 

The  Rule 

This  amendment  to  part  97  of  the 
Federal  Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR 
part  97)  establishes,  amends,  suspends. 
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or  revokes  SlAPs.  For  safety  and 
timeliness  of  change  considerations,  this 
amendment  incorporates  only  specific 
changes  contained  in  the  content  of  the 
following  FDC/P  NOT  AM  for  each 
SIAP.  The  SLAP  information  in  some 
previously  designated  FDC/Temporary 
(FDC/T)  NOT AMs  is  of  such  duration  as 
to  be  permanent.  With  conversion  to 
FDC/P  NOT AMs,  the  respective  FDC/T 
NOT AMs  have  been  cancelled. 

The  FDC/P  NOTAMs  for  the  SIAPs 
contained  in  this  amendment  are  based 
on  the  criteria  contained  in  the  U.S. 
Standard  for  Terminal  Instrument 
Approach  Procedures  (TERPs).  In 
developing  these  chart  changes  to  SIAPs 
by  FDC/P  NOTAMs,  the  TERPs  criteria 
were  applied  to  only  these  specific 
conditions  existing  at  the  affected 
airports. 

This  amendment  to  part  97  is  effective 
upon  publication  of  each  separate  SIAP 
as  contained  in  the  transmittal.  All  SIAP 
amendments  in  this  rule  have  been 
previously  issued  by  the  FAA  in  a 
National  Flight  Data  Center  (FDC) 

Notice  to  Airmen  (NOT AM)  as  an 
emergency  action  of  immediate  flight 
safety  relating  directly  to  published 
aeronautical  charts.  The  circumstances 
which  created  the  need  for  all  these 
SIAP  amendments  requires  making  them 
effective  in  less  than  30  days. 

Further,  the  SIAPs  contained  in  this 
amendment  are  based  on  the  criteria 


contained  in  the  US  Standard  for 
Terminal  Instrument  Approach 
Procedures  (TERPs).  Because  of  the 
close  and  immediate  relationship 
between  these  SIAPs  and  safety  in  air 
commerce,  I  find  that  notice  and  public 
procedure  before  adopting  these  SIAPs 
are  unnecessary,  impracticable,  and 
contrary  to  the  public  interest  and, 
where  applicable,  that  good  cause  exists 
for  making  these  SIAPs  effective  in  less 
than  30  days. 

Conclusion 

The  FAA  has  determined  that  this 
regulation  only  involves  an  established 
body  of  technical  regulations  for  which 
frequent  and  routine  amendments  are 
necessary  to  keep  them  operationally 
current.  It,  therefore:  (1)  Is  not  a  "major 
rule"  under  Executive  Order  12291;  (2)  is 
not  a  "signiHcant  rule”  under  DOT 
Regulatory  Policies  and  Procedures  (44 
FR 11034:  February  26, 1979);  and  (3) 
does  not  warrant  preparation  of  a 
regulatory  evaluation  as  the  anticipated 
impact  is  so  minimal.  For  the  same 
reason,  the  FAA  certifies  that  this 
amendment  will  not  have  a  significant 
economic  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities  under  the 
criteria  of  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act. 

List  of  Subjects  in  14  CFR  Part  97 

Air  traffic  control.  Airports, 
Incorporation  by  reference.  Navigation 


(Air),  Standard  instrument  approaches. 
Weather.  Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on 
March  13, 1992. 

Thomas  C  Accardi, 

Director,  Flight  Standards  Service. 

Adoption  of  the  Amendment 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  authority 
delegated  to  me,  part  97  of  the  Federal 
Aviation  Regulations  (14  CFR  part  97)  is 
amended  by  establishing,  amending, 
suspending,  or  revoking  Standard 
Instrument  Approach  Procedures, 
effective  at  0901  UTC  on  the  dates 
specified,  as  follows: 

PART  97— STANDARD  INSTRUMENT 
APPROACH  PROCEDURES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  97 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  49  U.S.C.  app.  1348, 1354(a),  1421 
and  1510;  49  U.S.C.  106(g);  and  14  CFR 
11.49(b)(2). 

§§  97.23, 97.25, 97.27, 97.29, 97.31, 97.33, 
97.30  [Amended) 

2.  Part  97  is  amended  to  read  as 
follows: 

By  amending:  S  97.23  VOR,  VOR/DME, 
VOR  or  TACAN,  and  VOR/DME  or  TACAN; 
S  97.25  LOC,  LOC/DME,  LDA,  LDA/DME. 
SDF,  SDF/DME;  S  97.27  NDR  NDB/DME; 

§  97.29  ILS.  ILS/DME,  ISMLS.  MLS.  MLS/ 
DME,  MLS/RNAV;  §  97.31  RADAR  SIAPs; 

§  97.33  RNAV  SIAPs;  and  S  97.35  COPTER 
SIAPs.  identified  as  follows: 
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Effective  State 


FDC  No.  _ SIAP _ 

FDC  2/0060  VOR/DME-A  AMDT  4. 

FDC  2/0059  VOR/DME-A  ORIG. 

FDC  2/1123  VOR  RWY  13  AMDT  5. 

FDC  2/1133  VOR/DME  RWY  12  OflIG-A 

FDC  2/1150  NDB-BAMDT1. 

FDC  2/1151  LOC  RWY  1  AMDT  2. 

FDC  2/1152  VOR/DME-A  ORIG. 

FDC  2/1352  VOR-A  AMDT  9. 

FDC  2/1216  VOR/DME  OR  TACAN  RWY 
18  AMDT  2. 

FDC  2/1218  VOR  RWY  18  AMDT  7. 

FDC  2/1220  NOB-A  AMDT  3. 

FDC  2/1212  VOR/DME  OR  TACAN  RWY 

21  AMDT  1. 

FDC  2/1214  VOR  RWY  3  AMDT  4. 

FDC  2/1219  VOR  RWY  21  AMDT  4. 

FDC  2/1221  NDB  RWY  21  AMDT  7. 

FDC  2/1211  VOR/DME-B  AMDT  3. 

FDC  2/1213  LOC/DME  BC  RWY  21  AMDT 
3. 

FDC  2/1215  LOC/DME  RWY  3  AMDT  8. 
FDC  2/1217  NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  2. 

FDC  2/1202  NDB  RWY  13  AMDT  14. 

FDC  2/1203  VOR  RWY  27R  AMDT  10. 

FDC  2/1204  ILS  RWY  9L  AMDT  16. 

FDC  2/1205  LOCRWY13  0Ria 

FDC  2/1207  LOW  RWY  9R  AMDT  3. 

FDC  2/1209  ILS  RWY  27R  AMDT  4. 

FDC  2/1185  RNAV  RWY  27R.  AMDT  5. 

FDC  2/1206  NDB  RWY  21  ORIG. 

FDC  2/1208  NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  6. 

FDC  2/1280  VOR  RWY  6  AMDT  5. 

FDC  2/1275  VOR  RWY  13  ORiG. 

FDC  2/1279  LDA/DME-0  AMDT  6. 
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Effective 

State 

Citlf 

Aimort 

FOCNo. 

SIAP 

03/04/92 

AK 

Point 

Sand  Point _  .  __  . 

FDC  2/1266 

N08/DME  RWY  33  AMDT 

03/04/92 

AK 

FOC  2/1268 

NOB/DME-A  AMDT  3. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1269 

NOB  RWY  15  ORfG. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1263 

VOR/DME  RWY  23  ORta 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1266 

VOR  RWY  23  ORIG. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1264 

NOB/DME  RWY  18  AMDT 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1267 

VOR-A  AMDT  9. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1270 

NOB  RWY  36  AMDT  1. 

03/04/92 

AK 

Toni^  ViSnan 

FDC  2/1276 

NDB/DME-A  ORIG. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FOC  2/1278 

NDB-BORIG. 

03/04/92 

AK 

Unalakleet . .  . . . . 

FDC  2/1272 

NOB  RWY  14  AMDT  14. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1274 

NDB-A  AMDT  2. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1273 

LOA/DME-0  AMDT  6. 

03/04/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1281 

LDA/DME-C  AMDT  7. 

03/04/92 

FL 

FDC  2/1242 

RADAR-1  AMDT  3. 

03/04/92 

FDC  2/1237 

RNAV  RWY  23  AMDT  4. 

03/04/92 

Near  Hanover  Wl . . . . 

FOC  2/1239 

LOC  BC  RWY  16  AMDT 

03/04/92 

FDC  2/1240 

VOR  OR  TACAN-A  AMDT 

03/04/92 

Wilminaton.  . .  ....  .  .. 

New  Hanover  Inti . . . 

FOC  2/1241 

NOB  RWY  34  AMDT  16. 

03/04/92 

FDC  2/1244 

ILS  RWY  34  AMDT  20. 

03/06/92 

FDC  2/1356 

ILS  RWY  9L.  AMDT  27. 

03/06/92 

Ml 

FDC  2/1348 

NOB  RWY  23  AMDT  2. 

03/06/92 

Ml 

FDC  2/1353 

VOR-A  AKH^T^ 

03/06/92 

SC 

FDC  2/1347 

NOB  RWY  9  AMDT  7. 

03/06/92 

ST 

FDC  2/1358 

THOMAS.  VI,  TKOF  MINS. 

03/09/92 

WV 

FDC  2/1404 

RNAV  RWY  33  AMDT  1. 

03/10/92 

AK 

FDC  2/1426 

VOR  RWY  31  ORIG. 

03/10/92 

FL 

FDC  2/1424 

ILS  RWY  17  AMDT  13A. 

03/10/92 

FL 

FDC  2/1425 

VOR  RWY  8  AMDT  2A. 

03/11/92 

MO 

FOC  2/1443 

LOC  BC  RWY  6  AMDT  2. 

03/11/92 

MO 

FDC  2/1444 

LDA/DME  RWY  12L  AMDT 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louts . . . . . . 

FDC  2/144S 

ILS  RWY  12L  AMDT  2. 

03/11/92 

MO 

FDC  2/1446 

LDA/DME  RWY  30L  AMDT 

03/11/92 

MO 

FOC  2/1448 

ILS  RWY  24  AMDT  4a 

03/11/92 

MO 

FDC  2/1449 

ILS  RWY  30L  AMDT  10. 

03/11/92 

MO 

FOC  2/1450 

RNAV  RWY  6  AMDT  1. 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louis.  .  _  . 

FDC  2/1451 

ILS  RWY  30R  CAT  K  AMDT 

03/11/92 

MO 

Si  Lnuia . 

FOC  2/1452 

RNAV  RWY  12R  AMDT  1. 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louis . .  . . .  . 

FOC  2/1453 

rVlAV  RWY  24  AMDT  2. 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louis . 

FDC  2/1454 

RNAV  RWY  30L  AMDT  11. 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louis . . . . 

FDC  2/1455 

RNAV  RWY  30R  AMDT  2. 

03/11/92 

MO 

St  Louis .  ..  ... 

FDC  2/1476 

ILS  RWY  12R  AMDT  20. 

03/11/92 

ST 

FDC  2/1435 

THOMAS.  VI.  ILS  RWY 

03/11/92 

ST 

Charlotte  Amalie . . . 

FDC  2/1436 

AMDT  7. 

THOMAS.  VI,  VOR-A  AMI 

14. 

NFDC  Transmittal  Letter  Attaejunent 

Castuvas 

Gustavus 

Alaska 

VOR/DME-BAMDT3... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1211/GST/  FI/P  Gustavus. 
Gastuvas,  AK.  VOR/DME-B  AMDT 
3...Change  ALSTG  note  to  read...  PROG 
NA  when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received. 
Delete  note-.  Activate 
VASL-thru..CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR/ 
DME-B  AMDT  3A. 

Fort  Yukon 

Fort  Yukon 
Alaska 

VOR/DME  OR  TACAN  RWY  21  AMDT 

1... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1212/FYU/  Fi/P  Fort  Yukon. 
Fort  Yukon.  AK.  VOR/DME  or  TACAN 
RWY  21  AMDT  l...Change  ALSTG  note 
to  read...  PROC  NA  when  LCL  ALSTG 


not  received.  Delete  notes...  Activate 
MIRL.thru..  CTAF,  and  APCH  from 
holding  pattern  NA.  This  becomes  VOR/ 
DME  or  TACAN  RWY  21  AMDT  lA. 

Homer 

Homer 

LOC/DME  BC  RWY  21  AMDT  3... 
Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1213/HOM/  FI/P  Homer. 
Homer.  AK.  LOC/DME  BC  RWY  21 
AMDT  3...Add  note...  PROC  NA  when 
LCL  ALSTG  not  received.  Change  ALTN 
MIN  note  to  read...  Standard  except 
when  Homer  WEA  not  AVBL.  ALTN 
MIN  NA.  Delete  note...  Activate..thru.. 
123.6.  This  becomes  LOC/DME  BC  RWY 
21  AMDT  3A. 

Fort  Yukon 
Fort  Yukon 

VOR  RWY  3  AMDT  4... 

Effective:  03/03/92 


FDC  2/1214/FYU/  H/P  Fort  Yukon. 
Fort  Yukon.  AK.  VOR  RWY  3  AMDT 
4.-Change  ALSTG  note  to  read...  PROC 
NA  when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received. 
Delete  note...  Activate  MIRL  ..thru.. 
CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR  RWY  3 
AMDT4A. 

Homer 

Homer 

yVidSlo 

LOC/DME  RWY  3  AMDT  a„ 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1215/HOM/  FI/P  Homer. 
Homer.  AK.  LOC/DME  RWY  3  AMDT 
8..-Add  note...  PROC  NA  when  LCL 
ALSTG  not  received.  Change  ALTN 
MIN  note  to  read-.  Standard  except 
when  Homer  WEA  not  AVBL,  ALTN 
MIN  NA.  Delete  note... 

Active  te..thru..CTAF.  This  becomes 
LOC/DME  RWY  3  AMDT  8A. 

Delta  function 
Allen  AAF 
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VOR/DME  OR  TACAN  RWY  18  AMDT 

2... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1216/BIG/  FI/P  Allen  AAF, 
Delta  Junction.  AK.  VOR/DME  orTacan 
RWY  18  AMDT  2...Delete  note.^ 

Activate  VASI  ..thru..  CTAF.  This 
becomes  VOR/DME  or  TACAN  RWY  18 
AMDT2A. 

Homer 

Homer 

ND^RWY  3  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/l217yHOM/  FI/P  Homer. 
Homer,  AK.  NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  2...Add 
note...  PROC  NA  when  LCL  ALSTG  not 
received.  Change  ALTN  MIN  note  to 
read...  Standard  except  when  Homer 
WEA  not  AVBL,  ALTN  MIN  NA.  Ddete 
note...  Activate..thni..CTAF.  This 
becomes  NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  2A. 

Delta  Junction 
Allen  AAF 

Ain  Own 

VOR  RWY  18  AMDT  7... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1218/BIG/  FI/P  Allen  AAF, 
Delta  Junction.  VOR  RWY  16 
AMDT  7  ...Delete  note...  Activate 
VASI..thru..  CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR 
RWY  18  AMDT  7A. 

Fort  Yukon 
Fort  Yukon 

A 1  n  Ok  n 

VOR  RWY  21  AJ»roT4... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1219/FYU/  PI/P  Fort  Yukon. 
Fort  Yukon.  AK.  VOR  RWY  21  AMDT 

4.. .Change  ALSTG  note  to  read...  HROC 
NA  when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received. 
Delete  note...  Activate  MIRL  ..thru... 
CTAF.  This  becomes  VOR  RWY  21 
AMDT4A. 

Delta  Junction 

Allen  AAF 
Alaska 

NDB-AAMDTa.- 
Effective:  63/63/92 
FDC  2/1220/BIG/  FI/P  Allen  AAF, 
Delta  Junction.  AK.  NDB^  AMDT 

3.. .Delete  note...  Activate  VASI..thru.. 
CTAF.  This  becomes  NDB-'A  AMDT  5A. 

Fort  Yukon 
Fort  Yukon 

A 1  nfiK  n 

NDB  RWY21/^kfflT7- 
Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1221/FYU/  Fl/PFort  Yukon. 
Fort  Yukon.  AK.  NDB  RWY  21  AMDT 

7.. .Chaiige  ALSTG  note  to  raid...  PROC 
NA  when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received. 
Delete  note...  Activate  hflRI.  ..thru.. 


CT/^.  This  becomes  NDB  RWY  21 
AMDT7A 

Savoonga 

Savoonga 

/Vlfislcd 

VOR/DME  RWY  23  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/0i/92 
FDC  2/1263/SVA/  FI/P  Savotmga. 
Savoonga.  AK.  VOR/DME  RWY  23 
ORIG_.Delete  IRML  RTES...  from  OME 
to  ULL.  FDV  to  ULL  Delete  note... 
Activate..thni>122.9.  This  becomes 
VOR/DME  RWY  23  ORJG  A 

St  Paul  island 
St  Paul  Island 

NDB/DME  RWY  18  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1264/SNP/FI/P  St  Paul  Island. 
St  Paul  Island,  AK.  NDB/DME  RWY  18 
AMDT  l..J]elete 

note...Contact.thru..RWY  18-36.  This 
becomes  NDB/DME  RWY  18  AMDT  lA. 

Savoonga 

Savoonga 
A  Ioqk n 

VOR  RWY  23  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1265/SVA/Fl/P  Savoonga. 
Savoonga,  AK.  VOR  RWY  23 
ORIG..DeletB  TRML  RTES...from  OME 
to  ULL*  FDV  to  ULL.  Delete 
note.»Activate...thru..l22.9.  This 
becomes  VOR  RWY  23  ORIG  A. 

Sand  Point 
Sand  Point 

NDB/DME  RWY  33  AMDT  2-. 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1266/SDP/FI/P  Sand  Point. 
Sand  Point.  AK.  NDB/DME  RWY  33 
AMDT  2...Delete  note...I^^ 
Channel..thru..ll3.2.  This  becomes  NOT/ 
DME  RWY  33  AMDT  2A. 

TaJkeetaa 

Talkeetna 

Alaska 

VOR-A  A»fi)T9... 

Effective:  03/64/92 
FDC  2/1267/llCA/FI/P  Talkeetna. 
Talkeetna,  AK.  VOR-A  AMDT  0...Oelete 
note...Activate..thru..36-CTAF.  This 
becomes  VOR-A  AMDT  9A. 

Sand  Point 

Sand  Point 
Aladca 

NDB/DME  A  AMDT  3... 

Effective:  OilOifm 
FDC  2/l20»/a3P/FI/P  Sand  Point. 
Sand  Point.  AK.  NOT/Ok^  A  AKfl3T 

3...Delete  nDte...mffi 
Qiannel..thru..ll3.2.  This  becomes  NOT/ 
DME  A  AMDT  3A. 
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Sand  Point 

Sand  Point 
Alaska 

NDB  RWY  15  ORIG... 

Effective:  03jMl92 
FDC  2/l2e9/SDP/FI/P  Sand  Point, 
Sand  Point,  AK.  NOT  RWY  15 
ORIG...Delele  note...DME 
Channel..thFu..ll32.  This  becomes  NDB 
RWY  15  ORIG  A. 

Talkeetna 

Talkeetna 

Alaska 

NDB  RWY  36  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/127D/T1CA/FI/P  Talkeetna. 
Talkeetna.  AK.  NDB  RWY  36  ANB3T 

1..  Delete  no  to...  Activate..  thru..3B-CTAF. 
This  becomes  NDB  RWY  36  AMDT  lA. 

Vnalakleet 

Unalakleet 

Alaska 

NDB  RWY  14  AMDT  14... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1272/UNK/FI/P  Unalakieeb 
Unalakleet.  AK.  NDB  RWY  14  AMDT 

14.. Delete  note  ..Activate..thni..l23.0. 
This  becomes  NDB  RWY  14  AMDT  lA. 

Wrangell 

Wrangell 

Alaska 

LDA/DME-D  ANTOTO... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1273/WRG/n/P  Wrangell 
Wrangell,  AK.  LDA/DME-D  AMDT 

6.. .Change  ALTN  MIN  note  to 
read...5000-3,  except  ALTN  MINS  NA 
when  Wrangell  WEA  not  AVBL  Change 
ALSTG  note  lo  read..J’ROC  NA  when 
LCL  ALSTG  not  received.  Delete 
note...Activate..thru-122.6.  This  becomes 
LDA/DME-D  AMDT  6A. 

Unalaska 

Unalaska 

Alaska 

NDB-A  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  63/04/92 
FDC  2/l274^3UT/F!/P  Unalaska, 
Unalaska.  AK.  M)B-A  AMDT2..Delete 
nola  ..Activato,.thm..CTAF.  Tins 
becomes  MJB-A  AMDT  2A 

Hopper  Bay 
Hopper  Bay 

A 1  qqk  n 

VOR  RWY  13  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1275/HPB/FI/P  Hopper  Bay, 
Hopper  Bay,  AK.  VOR  RWY  13 
ORlG...Change  note  to  Tead...raOC  NA 
when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received.  Delete 
note...A'Cttvate...'thru..l22.4.  This 
becomes  VOR  RWY  13  ORIG  A. 
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Togiak  Village 
Togiak 

Ala  qVo 

NDB/DME-A  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/04/92 

FDC  2/1276/TOG/FI/P  Togiak.  Togiak 
Village.  AK.  NDB/DME-A  ORIG...Delete 
TRML  RTES...from  BET  to  TOG.  OSE  to 
TOG.  DLG  to  TOG.  Delete 
note...Activate..thru..l22.5.  This  becomes 
NDB/DME-A  ORIG  A. 

Togiak  Village 

Togiak 

Alaska 

NDB-B  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1278/TOG/  FI/P  Togiak. 

Togiak  Village.  AK.  NDB-B 
ORlG...Delete  TRML  RTES...  from  BET 
to  TOG.  OSE  to  TOG.  DLG  to  TOG. 
Delete  note...  Activate...  thru...l22.5.  This 
becomes  NDB-B  ORIG  A. 

Petersburg 

Petersburg 

A  1  a  e  Va 

LDA/DME-D  AMDT  5... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1279/PSG/  FI/P  Petersburg. 
Petersburg.  AK.  LDA/DME-D  AMDT 

5.. .Change  ALTN  MIN  note  to  read... 
Standard  except  when  Petersburg  WEA 
not  AVBL.  ALN  MIN  NA.  Delete  note... 
Activate...  thru...l22.5.  This  becomes 
LDA/DME-D  AMDT  5A. 

Big  Lake 
Big  Lake 

A  Iqg  V  Q 

VOR  RWY  6  AMDT  5... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1280/BGQ/  FI/P  Big  Lake.  Big 
Uke.  AK.  VOR  RWY  6  AMDT  5...Delete 
note...  Activate...  thru...24-CTAF.  This 
becomes  VOR  RWY  6  AMDT  5A. 

Wrangell 

Wrangell 

A  laoVa 

LDA/DME-C  AMDT  7... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1281/WRG/  Fl/P  Wrangell. 
Wrangell.  AK.  LDA/DME-C  AMDT 

7.. .Change  ALTN  MIN  note  to  read... 
5000-3.  except  ALTN  MINS  NA  when 
Wrangell  WEA  not  AVBL  Change 
ALSTG  note  to  read...  PROC  NA  when 
LCL  ALSTG  not  received.  Delete  note... 
Activate...  thru...l22.6.  This  becomes 
LDA/DME^  AMDT  7A. 

Hopper  Bay 

Hopper  Bay 
Alaska 

VOR  RWY  31  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/10/92 
FDC  2/1426/HPB/  FI/P  Hopper  Bay. 
Hopper  Bay,  AK.  VOR  RWY  31 


ORIG...Change  note  to  read...  PROC  NA 
when  LCL  ALSTG  not  received.  This 
becomes  VOR  RWY  31  ORIG  A. 

Stuttgart 

Stuttgart  Muni 
Arkansas 

VOR/DME-A  ORIG... 

Effective:  01/06/92 
FDC  2/0059/SGT/  H/P  Stuttgart 
Muni,  Stuttgart,  AR.  VOR/DME-A 
ORIG..,Circling  MDA  900/HAA  676  all 
CATS.  VIS  CAT  C  2.  CAT  D  2-1/4. 
Change  MAP  DME  to  read  26.5.  This 
becomes  VOR/DME-A  ORIG  A. 

Almyra 

Almyra  Muni 
Arkansas 

VOR/DME-A  AMDT  4... 

Effective:  01/06/92 
FDC  2/0060/M73/  FI/P  Almyra  Muni. 
Almyra.  AR.  VOR/DME-A  AMDT 

4.. .Circling  MDA  780/HAA  572  CATS  A/ 
B  and  C.  Change  MAP  DME  to  read  24.5. 
This  becomes  VOR/DME-A  AMDT  4A. 

Watsonville 

Watsonville  Muni 
California 
NDB-B  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  02/29/92 
FDC  2/1150/WVI/  FI/P  Watsonville 
Muni,  Watsonville,  CA.  NDB-B  AMDT 

1.. .Change  all  reference  to  RWY  1-19  to 
RWY  2-20.  Delete  note...  Activate  MIRL 
RWY  1-19.  VASI  RWY  19  and  REIL 
RWY  1-CTAF.  Add  note  to  aerodrome 
sketch...  VASI  RWY  20.  This  is  NDB-B 
AMDT  lA. 

Watsonville 

Watsonville  Muni 
California 

LOC  RWY  1  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  02/29/92 
FDC  2/1151/WVI/  FI/P  Watsonville 
Muni.  Watsonville.  CA.  LOC  RWY  1 
AMDT  2...Change  all  reference  to  RWY 
1-19  to  RWY  2-20.  Delete  note... 
Activate  MIRL  RWY  1-19.  VASI  RWY 
19  and  REIL  RWY  1-CTAF.  Add  note  to 
aerodrome  sketch...  VASI  RWY  20.  This 
is  LOC  RWY  2  AMDT  2A. 

Watsonville 

Watsonville  Muni 
California 

VOR/DME-A  ORIG... 

Effective:  02/29/92 
FDC  2/1152/WVI/  n/P  Watsonville 
Muni.  Watsonville.  CA.  VOR/DME-A 
ORIG...Change  all  reference  to  RWY  1- 
19  to  RWY  2-20.  Delete  note...  Activate 
MIRL  RWY  1-19.  VASI  RWY  19  and 
REIL  RWY  1-CTAF.  Add  note  to 
aerodrome  sketch...  VASI  RWY  20.  This 
is  VOR/DME-A  ORIG  A.  ’ 


Miami 

Miami  Inti 
Florida 

RNAV  RWY  27R.  AMDT  5... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1185/MIA/  H/P  Miami  Inti. 
Miami.  FL.  RNAV  RWY  27R.  AMDT 

5.. .Delete  terminal  Route  FLL  VOR/DME 
to  BASHO  WP.  This  becomes  RNAV 
RWY  27R  AMDT  5A. 

Fort  Lauderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

NDB  RWY  13  AMDT  14... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1202/FLL/  FI/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti,  Fort 
Lauderdale.  FL.  NDB  RWY  13  AMDT 

14.. .Circling  MDA  CAT  D  700  HAA  689. 
VIS  CAT  D  2 1/4.  ALT  MINS  CAT  D 
800 — 2 1/4.  This  becomes  NDB  RWY  13 
AMDT  14A. 

Fort  Louderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

VOR  RWY  27R  AMDT  10...  • 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1203/FLL/  FI/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti,  Fort 
Lauderdale.  FL  VOR  RWY  27R  AMDT 

10.. .Missed  APCH...  Climb  to  4000  VIA 
FLL  R-270  to  PIONN  INT/FLL  10.9  DME 
and  Hold.  This  becomes  VOR  RWY  27R 
AMDT  lOA. 

Fort  Lauderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

ILS  RWY  9L  AMDT  16... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1204/FLL/  FI/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti,  Fort 
Lauderdale.  FL.  ILS  RWY  9L  AMDT 

16.. .TRML  route  FLL  VOR/DME  to 
PIONN  INT  MIN  ALT  4000.  Circling 
MDA  CAT  D  700/HAA  689.  VIS  CAT  D 
2  1/4.  ILS  ALTN  MINS  CAT  D  700  - 
21/4.  LOC  ALTN  MINS  CAT  D  800  -  2 1  /4. 
Missed  APCH...  Climb  to  4000  VIA 
FLL  R-084  to  MARTS  INT/FLL  8.4  DME 
and  hold.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY  9L 
AMDT  16A. 

Fort  Lauderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

LOC  RWY  13  ORIG... 

Effective:  03l03l92 
.  FDC  2/1205/FLL/  FI/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  FL.  LOC  RWY  13 
ORIG...Circling  MDA  CAT  D  700  HAA 
689.  VIS  CAT  D  2 1/4.  ALTN  MINS  CAT 
D  800  -  2 1/4.  Missed  APCH...  Climb  to 
500  then  climbing  left  turn  to  4000  VIA 
FLL  R-084  to  MARTS  INT/FLL  8.4  DME 
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and  hold.  This  becomes  LOG  RWY 13 
ORiG  A. 

Fort  Lauderdaie 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

LOG  RWY  9R  AMDT  3... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDG  2/1207/FLL/  n/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  IntL  Fort 
Lauderdale.  FL.  LOG  RWY  9R  AMDT 

3.. X:irding  MDA  CAT  D  700  HAA  680. 
VIS  CAT  D  2 1/4.  ALT  MIN  CAT  D  800  - 
2 1/4.  Missed  APCH...  Climb  to  1000 
then  climbing  left  tom  to  4000  VIA  FLL 
R-0B4  to  MARTS  INT/FLL  8.4  DME  and 
hold.  This  becomes  LOC  RWY  9R 
AMDT  3A. 

Fort  Lauderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti 
Florida 

ILS  RWY  27R  AMDT  4... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/lOT9/^/  Fl/P  Fort 
Lauderdale^oliywood  Inti,  Fort 
Uuderdale,  FL.  ILS  RWY  27R  AMDT 

4.. .TRML  route  FLL  VOR/DME  to 
fUMAR  INT  MIN  ALT  4000.  TOML  route 
BSY  VORTAC  to  JUMAR  INT  MIN  ALT 
4000.  Circling  MDA  CAT  D  700  HAA 
689,  VIS  CAT  D  2 1/4.  ILS  ALT  MINS 
CAT  D  700-2 1/4.  LOC  ALT  MINS  CAT 
D  800  -  2 1/4.  Missed  APCH...  Climb  to 
4000  VIA  FLL  R-270  to  PIONN  INT/FLL 
10.9  DME  and  hold.  This  becomes  ILS 
RWY  27R  AMDT  4A. 

Fort  Lauderdale 

Fort  Lauderdale-Hollywood  Infl 
Florida 

RADAR-1  AMDT  3... 

Effective:  03/04/62 
FDC  2/1242/fLL/  fl/P  Fort 
Lauderdale-Hollywood  Inti,  Fort 
Lauderdale,  FL.  RADAR-1  AMDT  3...S- 
31  MDA  440  HAT  429  all  CATS.  VIS 
CAT  C  1 1/4,  CAT  D  1  l/Z.  Girding 
MDA  CAT  D  700  HAA  689.  VIS  CAT  D  2 
1/4.  ALT  hflNSCATD  aoO  -  2 1/ 

4.. .Missed  a  PCH  RWY  •  climb  to  4000 
VIA  FLL  R-084  to  MARTS  INT/FLL  8.4 
DME  and  hold  E,  RT,  264 
inbound...Mi88ed  APCH  RWY  27R  - 
dunb  to  4000  VIA  FLL  R-270  to  HONN 
INT/FLL  10.8  DME  and  hold  W,  LT,  090 
inbound.  Missed  APCH  RWY  13  - 
climbing  LT  to  4000  VIA  FLLR-<J04  to 
MARTS  INT/FLL  8.4  DME  and  hold  £. 
RT,  264  inbound.  This  becomes  RADAR- 
1  AMDT  3A. 

Muani 

Miami  Inti 
Florida 

ILS  RWY  9L.  AMDT  27... 

Effective:  03/06/92 
FDC  2/1356/MIA/  FI/P  Miami  Inti, 
Miami,  FL.  ILS  RWY  9L,  AMDT  27...Add 


note...  Autopilot  coupled  APCHS  NA. 

This  becomes  ILS  RWY  9L  AMDT  27 A. 

Pensacola 

Pensacola  Regional 
Florida 

ILS  RWY  17  AMDT  13A... 

Elfective:  03/10/92 
FDC2/l424/PNSy  FI/P  Pensacola 
Regional  Pensacola,  FL.  ILS  RWY  17 
AMDT  13A...MSA  from  NUN  VORO40- 
280  1800,  280-040  3100.  This  becomes  ILS 
RWY  17  AMDT  13B. 

Pensacola 

Pensacola  Regional 
Florida 

VOR  RWY  8  A>6Jr  2A... 

Effective  03/10/62 
FDC  2/1425/PNS  H/P  Pensacda 
Regional.  Penscaola,  VOR  RWY  8 
AMDT  2A...MSA  from  NUN  VOR  040- 
280  1800,  280-040  3100.  This  becomes 
VOR  RWY  8  AMDT  2B. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

LDA/DME  RWY  12L  AMDT  4-. 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1444/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louts  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  LDA/OME 
RWY  12L  AMDT4...MSA  STL  VORTAC 
2800.  This  becomes  LDA/DME  RWY  12L 
AMDT4A. 

Holland 

Park  Township 
Michigan 

NDB  RWY  23  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/06/02 
FDC  2/lt4a/HLM/  FI/P  Paik 
Township,  HoUand,  MI.  NDB  RWY  23 
AMDT  2..Mis8ed  appnnich,  *‘cltnd)  to 
2700,  dien  right  turn  direct  HLM  ND6 
and  hold.”.  CAT  C  S-23  and  circling 
MINIMUMS  NA.  Delete  note,  “activate 
MIRL  RWY  5-23  unicorn.*’.  This  is  NDB 
RWY  23  AMDT  2A. 

Three  Rivers 

Three  Rivers  Muni /DR  Haines 

Michigan 

VOR-AAMDT9... 

Effective:  2/1352 

FDC  2/1352/HAI/  FI/PThree  Rivers 
Muni/DR  Haines,  Three  River,  MI.  VOR- 
A  AMDT  9...Delete  notes,  "use 
Kalamazoo  altimeter 
8etting...thru...MIRL  RWY  5-23  -  CTAF.". 
Add  note,  “use  Kalamazoo  altimeter 
setting;  when  sot  received,  use  South 
Bend  altimeter  setting.*'.  This  Is  VOR-A 
AMDT0A. 

Troy 

Oakland/Troy 
Michigan 
VOR-A  AMDT  2... 


Effective:  03/06/92 

FDC  2/1353/7D2/FI/P  Oskiand/Troy, 
Troy,  MI.  VOR-A  AMDT  2...Circling 
HAA  671  all  CATS.  VIS  CAT  C  2.  Delete 
notes,  "activate  MIRL  and  VASI  RWY 
9-27— CTAF.",  “no  PT  for  arrivals  on 
PSI  VORTAC  Airway  Radial  275.”, 
“caution.-8S5  lower  1600’  north  of  RWY 
9  threshold.".  This  is  VOR-A  AMDT  2A. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

LOC  BC  RWY  6  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1443/STL/  FI/P  Umbert^t 
Louis  IntL  St  Louis.  MO.  LOC  SC  RWY  6 
AMDT  2...Add  note..Disiegard  GS 
indicatiofis.  MSA  STL  VORTAC  2800. 
Change  note  to  read».S-4  CAT  A.B 
increase  !4  mile,  CAT  E  mile  for 
INOP  MALSR.This  becomes  LOC  BC 
RWY  6  AMDT  2A. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

ILS  RWY  12L  AMDT  2_ 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1445/STL/  FI/P  Lambert^t 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  ILS  RWY  12L 
AX1DT  2_Delete...CircUng  KSN,  and 
note  CAT  D..tihrD.MM.  MSA  S1L 
VORTAC  2800.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY 
12L  AMDT  2A. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

LDA/DME  RWY  30L  AMDT  1-. 
Effective:  OSjlll^Z 
FDC  2/l446ySTL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inil.  St  Inuis,  MO.  LDA/DME 
RWY  30L  AMDT  1...MSA  STL  VORTAC 
2800.  Delete  note...Circling  NA.  This 
becomes  LDA/DME  RWY30LAMDT  lA. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louts  Inti 
Missouri 

ILSRWY24AMDT43... 

Effective:  03/11/62 
FDC  2/1448/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  ILS  RWY  24 
AMDT  43...MSA  ST  LOM  2800.  Delete 
note...Circling  NA.  This  becomes  ILS 
RWY  24  AMDT  43A. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

ILS  RWY  30L  AMDT  HU 
Effective:  63/11/92 
FDC  2/1449/STL/  Fl/P  Lambert^t 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  ILS  RWY  30L 
AMDT  10...Delete  circling  MIN.  MSA 
STL  VORTAC  2800.  This  becomes  ILS 
RWY  30L  AMDT  lOA. 
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St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

RNAV  RWY  6  AMDT 1... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1450/STL/  Fl/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis.  MO.  RNAV  RWY  6 
AMDT  l...Delete  note...Circling  NA. 
Change  note  to  read...S-6  CATS  A,B 
increase  Vi  mile,  CAT  E  Vi  mile  for 
INOP  MALSR.  This  becomes  RNAV 
RWY  6  AMDT  lA. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

ILS  RWY  30R  CAT  II  ADMT  6... 
Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1451 /STL  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  ILS  RWY  30R 
CAT  II  ADMT  6...MSA  STL  VORTAC 
2800.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY  CAT  II 
AMDT6A. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

RNAV  RWY  12R  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1452/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  RNAV  RWY 
12R  AMDT  l...Delete  circling  MIN.  This 
becomes  RNAV  RWY  12R  AMDT  lA. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

RNAV  RWY  24  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1453/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis.  MO.  RNAV  RWY  24 
AMDT  2...Delete  note...  Circling  NA. 
This  becomes  RNAV  RWY  24  AMDT 


St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

RNAV  RWY  30L  AMDT  11... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1454/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis.  MO.  RNAV  RWY 
30L  AMDT  ll...Delete  circling  MIN.  This 
becomes  RNAV  RWY  30L  AMDT  llA. 

St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

RNAV  RWY  30R  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1455/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  RNAV  RWY 
30R  AMDT  2...Delete  circling  MIN.  This 
becomes  RNAV  RWY  30R  AMDT  2A. 


St  Louis 

Lambert-St  Louis  Inti 
Missouri 

ILS  RWY  12R  AMDT  20... 

Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1476/STL/  FI/P  Lambert-St 
Louis  Inti,  St  Louis,  MO.  ILS  RWY  12R 
AMDT  20...  Delete...  Circling  MIN,  and 
note  CAT  D  ..  thru..MM.  MSA  LM  LOM 
2800.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY  12R 
AMDT  20A. 

Wilson 

Wilson  Industrial  Air  Center 
North  Carolina 
NDB  RWY  21  ORIG... 

Effective:  03/03/92 
FDC  2/1206/W03/  FI/P  Wilson 
Industrial  Air  Center,  Wilson,  NC.  NDB 
RWY  21  ORIG...  Delete  note...  Activate 
MIRL  RWY  3-21  CTAF.  This  becomes 
NDB  RWY  21  ORIG  A. 

Wilson 

Wilson  Industrial  Air  Center 

North  Carolina 

NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  5... 

Effective:  03/03/92 

FDC  2/1208/W03/  FI/P  Wilson 
Industrial  Air  Center,  Wilson,  NC.  NDB 
RWY  3  AMDT  5...Delete  note...  Activate 
MIRL  RWY  3-21  CTAF.  This  becomes 
NDB  RWY  3  AMDT  5A. 

Wilmington 

New  Hanover  Inti 
North  Carolina 
RNAV  RWY  23  AMDT  4... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1237/ILM  FI/P  New  Hanover 
Inti,  Wilmington,  NC.  RNAV  23  AMDT 
4...Change  all  references  to  RWYS 16-34 
to  RWYS  17-35.  Change  all  references  to 
RWYS  5-23  to  RWYS  6-24.  This 
becomes  RNAV  RWY  24  AMDT  4A. 

Wilmington 

New  Hanover  Inti 

North  Carolina 

LOC  BC  RWY  16  AMDT  6... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1239/ILM/  FI/P  New  Hanover 
Inti,  Wilmington,  NC.  LOC  BC  RWY  16 
AMDT  6...  Change  all  references  to 
RWYS  16-34  to  RWYS  17-35.  Change  all 
references  to  RWYS  5-23  to  RWYS  6-24. 
This  becomes  LOC  BC  RWY  17  AMDT 
6A. 

Wilmington 

New  Hanover  Inti 
North  Carolina 

VOR  OR  TACAN-A  AMDT  2... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1240/ILM/  FI/P  New  Hanover 
Inti,  Wilmington,  NC.  VOR  OR  TACAN- 


A  AMDT  2...  Change  all  references  to 
RWYS  16-34  to  RWYS  17-35.  Change 
all  references  to  RWYS  5-23  to  RWYS 
6-24.  This  becomes  VOR  or  TACAN-A 
AMDT  2A. 

Wilmington 
New  Hanover  Inti 
North  Carolina 
NDB  RWY  34  AMDT  16... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1241/ILM/  FI/P  New  Hanover 
Inti,  Wilmington,  NC.  NDB  RWY  34 
AMDT  16...  Change  all  references  to 
RWYS  16-34  to  RWYS  17-35.  Change  all 
references  to  RWYS  5-23  to  RWYS  6-24. 
This  becomes  NDB  RWY  35  AMDT  16A. 

Wilmington 

New  Hanover  Inti 

North  Carolina 

ILS  RWY  34  AMDT  20... 

Effective:  03/04/92 
FDC  2/1244/ILM/  FI/P  New  Hanover 
Inti,  Wilmington,  NC.  ILS  RWY  34 
AMDT  20...  Change  all  references  to 
RWYS  16-34  to  RWYS  17-35.  Change  all 
references  to  RWYS  5-23  to  RWYS  6-24. 
Delete  note...  CAT  D  S-LOC  VIS 
increased  to  RVR  5000  for  INOP  MM. 
This  becomes  ILS  RWY  35  ADMT  20A. 

Charleston 

Charleston  Executive 
South  Carolina 
NDB  RWY  9  AMDT  7... 

Effective:  0ZlO6l92 
FDC  2/1347/IZI/  FI/P  Charleston 
Executive,  Charleston,  SC,  NDB  RWY  9 
AMDT  7...S-9  MDA  all  CATS  700/HAT 
680  VIS  CAT  C  2,  CAT  D  2 1/4.  Circling 
MDA  all  CATS  700/HAA  680  VIS  CAT 
C  2,  D  2 1/4.  This  becomes  NDB  RWY  9. 
AMDT  7A. 

Beaumont 
Beaumont  Muni 

*1*0X38 

VOR/DME  RWY  12  ORIG-A... 

Effective:  02/28/92 
FDC  2/1133/BMT/  FI/P  Beaumont 
Muni,  Beaumont,  TX.  VOR/DME  RWY 
12  ORIG-A...Circling  CAT  D...  MDA 
660/HAT  628.  This  becomes  VOR/DME 
RWY  12  ORIG-B. 

Charlotte  Amalie 
Cyril  E.  King 

ST.  THOMAS.  VI.  TKOF  MINS... 
Effective: 

FDC  Zll356lSTil  FI/P  Cyril  E.  King. 
Charlotte  Amalie.  St.  Thomas,  VI.  TKOF 
MINS...RWY  28  700-2  or  STD  with 
minimum  climb  of  250  ft  per  NM  to  700. 
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RWY  10 1100-3  or  400-1  with  minimum 
climb  of  400  ft  per  NM  to  1200. 

Departure  procedure...  RWY  10,  climbing 
right  turn  HDG  120  to  2000  before 
turning  north.  RWY  28,  climb  RWY 
heading  to  2000  before  turning  north. 

This  becomes  TKOF  MINS  AMDT  4A. 

Charlotte  Amalie 
Cyril  E.  King 

ST.  THOMAS,  VI,  ILS  RWY  10  AMDT  7... 
Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1435/STT/  n/P  Cyril  E.  King, 
Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  VI,  ILS 
RWY  10  AMDT  7...Missed  APCH... 
Climing  RT  tp  4000  VIA  HDG  180  then 
RT  direct  STT  VOR/DME  and  hold. 

Hold  N,  RT,  187  inbound.  Mandatory 
ALT  PUNTA  INT  2000.  MSA  from  STT 
VOR/DME  2900.  Delete...  WHAMS  INT, 
point  turn  NDB.  This  becomes  ILS  RWY 
to  AMDT  7A. 

Charlotte  Amalie 
Cyril  E.  King 

ST.  THOMAS.  VI.  VOR-A,  AMDT  14... 
Effective:  03/11/92 
FDC  2/1436/STT/  H/P  Cyril  E.  King. 
Charlotte  Amalie,  St.  Thomas,  VI.  VOR- 
A,  AMDT  14...Mj88ed  APCH — if  unable 
to  proceed  visually  to  ARPT  upon 
descent  to  1160,  climb  to  4000  VIA  HDG 
180  then  right  turn  direct  STT  VOR/ 

DME  and  hold.  Hold  N,  RT  187  inbound. 
MSA  from  STT  VOR/DME  2900.  HAA 
1145  all  CATS.  Delete  WHAMS  INT, 
point  TUNA  NDB.  PROC  NA  at  night. 
This  becomes  VOR-A,  AMDT  14A. 

Charleston 

Yeager 

West  Virginia 

RNAV  RWY  33  AMDT  1... 

Effective:  03/09/92 
FDC  2/1404/CRW/  FI/P  Yeager, 
Charleston,  WV.  RNAV  RWY  33  AMDT 
l...Delete  TRML  RTE...  MONTS  to 
MALTY  WP.  CRS/DSTC  315/4.2  ALT 
3000’.  This  becomes  RNAV  RWY  33 
AMDT  lA. 

Sheridan 
Sheridan  County 
Wyoming 

VOR  RWY  13  AMDT  5... 

Effective:  02/27/92 
FDC  2/1123/SHR/  FI/P  Sheridan 
County,  Sheridan,  WY,  VOR  RWY  13 
AMDT  5...Add  note  ‘obtain  local 
altimeter  setting  on  CTAF.  when  not 
received.  PROC  NA.’  Add  ALTN  MINS 
note,  ‘NA  when  CTLZ  not  in  effect,’  This 
becomes  VOR  RWY  13  AMDT  5A. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6524  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  4»10-13-« 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Office  of  Inspector  General 

42  CFR  Parts  1001, 1002, 1003, 1004, 
1005, 1006,  and  1007 

Health  Care  Programs:  Fraud  and 
Abuse;  Amendments  to  OIG  Exclusion 
and  CMP  Authorities  Resulting  From 
Public  Law  100-93 

agency:  Office  of  Inspector  General 
(OIG),  HHS. 

ACTION:  Final  rule;  correction. 

SUMMARY:  This  document  corrects 
technical  errors  that  appeared  in  the 
final  rule,  published  on  January  29, 1992, 
that  is  designed  to  implement  section  2 
of  Public  Law  100-93,  the  Medicare  and 
Medicaid  Patient  and  Program 
Protection  Act  of  1987,  along  with  other 
conforming  amendments. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joel  J.  Schaer  (202)  619-3270. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  29, 1992,  a  Hnal  rule. 
Amendments  to  OIG  Exclusion  and 
CMP  Authorities  Resulting  from  Public 
Law  100-93,  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  (57  FR  3298). 
Specifically,  this  Bnal  rule  is  designed  to 
protect  program  beneHciaries  from  unfit 
health  care  practitioners,  and  otherwise 
to  improve  the  anti-fraud  provisions  of 
the  Department's  health  care  programs 
under  titles  V,  XVIII,  XIX  and  XX  of  the 
Social  Security  Act.  In  publishing  this 
final  rule,  several  lines  of  the  preamble, 
regulations  text  and  specific  cross- 
references  to  OIG  authorities  were 
inadvertently  omitted  or  misstated.  In 
addition,  one  authority  set  forth  in 
§  1001.1601(a)(l)(iii)(B)  has  not  been 
delegated  to  the  OIG,  but  was 
inadvertently  included  in  that  section. 

To  correct  omissions  and  errors  that 
appeared  in  the  final  rule’s  preamble 
and  in  parts  1001  and  1003,  we  are 
making  the  following  corrections  in  FR 
Doc.  92-1939,  published  January  29, 

1992: 

1.  In  the  preamble  on  page  3300, 
column  2,  the  first  sentence  of  the  third 
complete  paragraph  is  corrected  to  read 
as  follows — 

In  this  final  rule,  we  are  retaining  the 
definition  of  “furnished”  currently  found  in 
S  1001.2  of  the  regulations  with  one 
modification,  and  placing  the  definition  in 
§  1000.10  under  General  Definitions. 

2.  In  the  preamble  on  page  3318, 
column  1,  the  second  sentence  of  the 
second  paragraph,  the  citation  to  section 
1863(e)(1)(B)  of  the  Act  is  incorrect.  The 


correct  citation  is  section  1862(e)(1)(B) 
of  the  Act. 

3.  In  the  preamble  on  page  3320, 
column  2,  the  first  sentence  in  the 
response  under  section  5.,  Notice  to 
Third  Parties  Regarding  Exclusions,  is 
corrected  to  read  as  follows — 

The  OIG  notifies  the  Public  Health  Service 
(PHS)  of  all  program  exclusions  for 
subsequent  action  by  PHS  in  excluding  those 
practitioners  from  title  V. 

4.  Section  1001.301  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

A.  Page  3331:  In  column  3, 

§  1001.301(a)  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows — 

§  1001.301  Conviction  relating  to 
obstruction  of  an  Investigation. 

(a)  Circumstance  for  exclusion.  The 
OIG  may  exclude  an  individual  or  entity 
that  has  been  convicted,  under  Federal 
or  State  law,  in  connection  with  the 
interference  with  or  obstruction  of  any 
investigation  into  any  criminal  offense 
described  in  §§  1001.101  or  1001.201. 

B.  Page  3332:  In  column  1, 

§  1001.301(b)(2)(i)  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows — 

(b)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  ‘  * 

(i)  The  interference  with,  or 
obstruction  of,  the  investigation  caused 
the  expenditure  of  significant  additional 
time  or  resources; 

5.  Section  1001.1601  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

Page  3340:  In  column  1, 

§  1001.1601(a)(1)  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows — 

§  1001.1601  Violations  of  the  limitations 
on  physician  charges. 

(a)  Circumstance  for  exclusion.  (1) 

The  OIG  may  exclude  a  physician  whom 
it  determines — 

(i)  Is  a  non-participating  physician 
under  section  1842(j)  of  the  Act: 

(ii)  Furnished  services  to  a 
beneficiary: 

(iii)  Knowingly  and  willfully  billed — 

(A)  On  a  repeated  basis  for  such 
services  actual  charges  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  allowable  actual  charge 
determined  in  accordance  with  section 
1842(j)(l)(C)  of  the  Act  for  the  period 
January  1, 1987  through  December  31, 
1990,  or 

(B)  Individuals  enrolled  under  part  B 
of  title  XVIII  of  the  Act  during  the 
statutory  freeze  for  actual  charges  in 
excess  of  such  physician’s  actual 
charges  determined  in  accordance  with 
section  1842(j)(l)(A)  of  the  Act  for  the 
period  July  1. 1984  to  December  31, 1986; 
and" 
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(iv)  Is  not  the  sole  comnumity 
physician  or  sole  source  of  essential 
specialized  services  in  the  conununity. 

6.  Section  1003.102  is  corrected  as 
follows: 

Page  3345:  In  column  3, 

§  1003.102(b)(2)  is  corrected  to  read  as 
follows — 

§  1003.102  Basis  for  dvM  money  penalties 

and  assessments. 


(2)  Is  a  non-participating  physician 
under  section  1842())  of  the  Act  and  has 
knowingly  and  willfully  billed — 

(i)  On  a  repeated  basis  for  such 
services  actual  charges  in  excess  of  the 
maximum  allowable  actual  charge 
determined  in  accordance  with  section 
1842(j)(l)(C)  of  the  Act  for  the  period 
January  1, 1987  through  December  31« 
1990,  or 

(ii)  Individuals  enrolled  under  part  B 
of  title  XVIII  of  the  Act  during  the 
statutory  freeze  for  actual  charges  in 
excess  of  such  physician's  actual 
charges  determined  in  accordance  with 
section  1842())(1)(A)  of  the  Act  for  the 
period  July  1, 1984  to  December  31, 1986. 

Dated:  March  13. 1992. 

Neil  J.  Stillman, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Information 
Resources  Management. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6475  Filed  3-19-92;  6:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  4150-04-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUNICATIONS 
COMMISSION 

47  CFR  Part  43 

[CC  Docket  No.  79-105,  FCC  91-3091 

Detaiiffing  the  Installation  and 
Maintenance  of  Inside  Wirhig 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

ACTION:  Final  rule. 

summary:  In  this  action,  the  FCC 
preempts  state  regulation  that  requires 
or  allows  telephone  companies  to 
bundle  charges  for  simple  inside  wiring 
services  with  charges  for  tariffed 
services,  and  decides  not  to  preempt 
state  regulation  that  requires  telephone 
companies  to  act  as  providers  of  last 
resort  for  inside  wiring  services.  The 
FCC  requires  local  exchange  carriers 
(LECs)  having  annual  operating 
revenues  of  $100  milikm  or  more  to  file 
information  on  state  regulation  of  LEC 
prices  for  inside  wiring  services.  The 
FCC  also  requires  all  telephone 
companies  subject  to  the  joint  cost  rules 
to  classify  inside  wiring  services  as 


notu-egulated  activities  for  federal 
accounting  purposes  on  a  permanent 
basis. 

EFFECTIVE  DATB;  June  8. 1992.  The  rule 
requiring  local  exchange  carriers  to  file 
information  on  state  regulation  of  their 
prices  for  inside  wiring  services  will 
take  effect  June  8, 1992.  The  other 
requirements  of  the  Third  Report  and 
Order  are  effective  as  of  ttrat 
publication. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
William  A.  Keboe  lU  at  (202)  632-75(X). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 


National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners  v.  FCC,  880  F.2d 
422  (D.C.  Cir.  1989)  [NARUCm.  FCC). 

Detariffing  the  Installation  and 
Maintenance  of  Inside  Wiring,  Second 
Further  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking, 

5  FCC  Red  3407  (1990)  55  FR  23563,  June 
11, 1990  {Second  Further  Notice). 

SUMMARY 

This  is  a  summary  of  the 
Commission's  Third  Report  and  Order  in 
DetarifHng  the  Installation  and 
Maintenance  of  Inside  Wiring,  CG 
Docket  No.  79-l(^  FCC  91-386,  released 
February  14, 1982.  The  full  text  of  this 
decision  is  available  for  inspection  and 
copying  during  normal  business  hours  in 
the  FCC  Dockets  Branch  (room  230), 

1919  M  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20054.  The  full  text  will  be  published  in 
the  FCC  Record  and  may  be  purchased 
from  the  Commission's  copying 
contractor.  Downtown  Copy  Center, 

1114  21st  Street,  NW.,  suite  14a 
Wasl^ton,  DC  20037,  (202)  452-1422. 

This  action  finalizes  the  regulatory 
framework  for  simple  inside  wiring  in 
response  to  NARUC  v  FCC.  The  action 
is  intended  to  promote  the  development 
of  an  increasingly  competitive  market 
for  simple  inside  wiring  services  and  to 
protect  consumers  against  cross 
subsidization,  while  not  infringing  on 
state  regulatory  authority. 

In  NARUC  V.  FCC,  the  United  States 
Court  of  Appeals  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  Circuit  determined  that  the 
FCC  may  preempt  state  regulation  of 
inside  wiring  services  when  the 
regulation  would  necessarily  thwart  or 
impede  achievement  of  a  valid  federal 
policy.  The  court  held,  however,  that  the 
Commission  had  failed  to  justify  its 
preemption  of  all  regulation  oi  simple 
inside  wiring  services  and  remanded 
three  orders  to  the  FCC  for  further 
proceedings. 

In  the  Second  Further  Notice,  the 
Commission  initiated  the  proceedings  on 
remand  by  proposing  a  combination  of 
measures  in  regard  to  simple  inside 
wiring. 


The  Third  Report  and  Order 
concludes  the  proceedings  on  remand. 
That  Order  preempts  state  regulation 
that  requires  or  allows  telephone 
companies  to  bundle  charges  for  simple 
insi^  wiring  services  with  diarges  for 
tariffed  services.  The  FCC  also  decides 
not  to  preempt  state  regulation  that 
requires  telephone  companies  to  act  as 
providers  of  last  resort  for  inside  wiring 
services.  In  the  interest  of  comity  with 
the  states,  the  Third  Report  and  Order 
states  that  the  FCC  will  monitor,  but  not 
at  this  time  consider  preempting,  state 
regulation  of  the  prices  and  terms  and 
conditions  of  service  under  which 
telephone  companies  provide  simple 
inside  wiring  services. 

To  facilitate  the  FCC’s  monitoring, 
that  Order  adopts  a  rule  requiring  local 
exchange  carriers  (LECs)  having  annual 
operating  revenues  of  $100  million  or 
more  to  Hie  information  on  state 
regulation  of  LEC  prices  for  inside 
wiring  services.  Public  reporting  burden 
for  this  collection  of  information  is 
estimated  to  average  2  hours  per 
response,  including  time  for  reviewing 
instructions,  searching  existing  data 
sources,  gathering  and  maintaining  the 
data  needed,  and  completing  and 
reviewing  the  collection  of  information. 
Send  comments  regarding  this  burden 
estimate  or  any  other  aspect  of  this 
collection  of  information,  including 
suggestions  for  reducing  the  burden,  to 
the  Federal  Conununications 
Commission,  Offtce  of  the  Managing 
Director,  Pap«work  Reduction  Project 
(OMB  Control  Number  30670-0450) 
Washington,  DC  20554,  and  to  the  Office 
of  Management  and  Budget,  Paperwork 
Reduction  Project  (OMB  Control 
Number  3060-0450)  Washington.  DC 
20503. 

In  order  to  protect  interstate 
ratepayers  against  cross  subsidization, 
the  Third  Report  and  Order  requires  all 
telephone  companies  subject  to  the 
FCCs  joint  cost  rules  to  classify  inside 
wiring  services  as  nonregulated 
activities  for  federal  accounting 
purposes  on  a  permanent  basis.  The 
Order  makes  clear  that  this 
classification  would  not  preclude  those 
states,  if  any,  that  choose  to  regulate 
telephone  company  prices  for  simple 
inside  wiring  services  from  assigning  all 
simple  inside  wiring  services  costs  to 
the  intrastate  jurisdiction  and  setting 
unbundled  rates  based  on  those  costs. 


1.  Accordingly.  It  is  Ordered,  Thai 
pursuant  to  sections  1,  4(i),  4(j),  201-205, 
218-220,  and  403  of  the  Communications 
Act  of  1934,  as  emended,  47  U.S.C.  151, 
154(i).  154(1),  201-05,  2ia-2a  and  403,  no 


Background 


Ordering  Clauses 
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state  shall  require  or  allow  telephone 
companies  to  bundle  charges  for  simple 
inside  wiring  services  with  charges  for 
tari^ed  services. 

2.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  pursuant 
to  sections  1,  4(i).  4(j],  201-205,  218-220, 
and  403  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  §  §  151, 
154(i),  154(j),  201-05,  218-20,  and  403, 

Part  43  of  this  Commission’s  Rules  is 
AMENDED  by  adding  Section  43.41  as 
set  forth  below.  This  amendment  shall 
become  effective  80  days  following  the 
publication  of  the  text  of  the  rule  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

3.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  pursuant 
to  sections  1, 4(i),  4(j),  201-205,  218-220, 
and  403  of  the  Communications  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended,  47  U.S.C.  151, 154(i], 
154(j),  201-05,  218-20,  and  403,  telephone 
companies  shall  classify  their  inside 
wiring  operations  as  nonregulated 
activities  for  federal  accounting 
purposes. 


4.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  the 
Secretary  shall  serve  as  a  copy  of  this 
Third  Report  and  Order  on  state 
regulatory  commissions. 

5.  It  is  further  Ordered,  That  this 
proceeding  is  terminated. 

List  of  Subjects  in  47  CFR  Part  43 

Nonregulated  activities.  Reports  on 
inside  wiring  services.  Telephone. 

Federal  Communications  Commission. 

Donna  R.  Searcy, 

Secretary. 

Rule  Changes 

Part  43  of  title  47  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as 
follows: 

PART  43— REPORTS  OF 
COMMUNICATION  COMMON 
CARRIERS  AND  CERTAIN  AFFILIATES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  43  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 


Authority:  Sec.  4, 48  Stat  1066,  as 
amended;  47  U.S.C  154,  unless  otherwise 
noted.  Interpret  or  apply  secs.  211, 210,  220, 46 
Stat.  1073, 1077,  as  amended;  47  U.S.C.  211, 
219,220. 

2.  Section  43.41  is  added  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  43.41  Reports  on  Inside  Wiring  Services. 

Each  local  exchange  carrier  with 
annual  operating  revehues  of  $100 
million  or  more  shall  file,  within  thirty 
(30)  days  of  its  publication  or  release,  a 
copy  of  any  state  or  local  statute,  rule, 
order,  or  other  document  that  regulates, 
or  proposes  to  regulate,  the  price  or 
prices  the  local  exchange  carrier  charges 
for  inside  wiring  services.  This  rule 
applies  only  to  the  local  exchange 
carrier  serving  the  greatest  number  of 
access  lines  within  the  portions  of  the 
state  that  are.  or  would  be,  subject  to 
the  state  regulation. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6446  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
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Proposed  Rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER 
contains  notices  to  the  pebiie  of  the 
proposed  issuance  of  rules  and 
regulations.  The  purpose  of  these  notices 
is  to  give  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  participate  irr  the  rule 
making  prior  to  ttw  adoption  of  the  ffnai 
rules. 


NATIONAL  ARCHIVES  AND  RECORDS 
ADMINtSTRATION 

36  CFR  Parts  1202, 1250,  and  1254 
RIM3095-AA34 

NARA  Privacy  Act  and  Freedom  of 
information  Act  Regulations 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  The  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration  (NARA)  is 
amending  its  Privacy  Act  regulations  to 
make  the  NARA  Privacy  Act  Officer  the 
point  of  contact  for  Privacy  Act  requests 
and  information,  and  to  change  the 
designation  of  ofHcials  who  may  sign 
denials  of  requests  for  disclosure  to 
third  parties  and  who  may  consider 
appeals  of  such  denials.  These  changes 
are  administrative  in  nature  and  will 
have  no  significant  impact  upon  the 
public. 

NARA  is  also  amending  its  Freedom 
of  Information  Act  regulations  is  36  CFR 
parts  1250  and  1254  to  reflect  a  recent 

U. S.  Court  of  Appeals  ruling  in  Oglesby 

V.  Department  of  the  Army  (920  F.2d  57, 
D.C.  Cir.  1990]  that  requesters  may 
appeal  a  response  that  no  responsive 
records  were  found. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  Director,  Policy  and  Program  Analysis 
Division  (NAA),  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration,  Washington, 

DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Mary  Ann  Palmos  or  Nancy  Allard  at 
202-601-5110. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  NARA  is 
reviewing  all  of  its  regulations  on  a 
periodic  basis  to  identify  outdated  or 
incomplete  material.  This  regulation  was 
developed  in  the  course  of  such  a 
review. 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  12291  of 
February  17, 1981.  As  required  by  the 


Regulatory  Flexibitity  Act,  it  is  hereby 
certified  that  this  proposed  rule  will  not 
have  a  significant  impact  on  small 
business  entities. 

List  of  Subjects 

36  CFR  Part  1202 
Privacy. 

36  CFR  Part  1250 

Administrative  practice  and 
procedure.  Confidential  business 
information.  Freedom  of  information. 

36  CFR  Part  1254 

Archives  and  records;  Confidential 
business  information;  Freedom  of 
information;  Micrographics. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  NARA  proposes  to  amend 
Chapter  XII  of  title  36,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  1202— REGULATIONS 
IMPLEMENTING  THE  PRIVACY  ACT  OF 
1974 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1202 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  44  U.S.C.  2104(a);  5  U.S.C.  552a. 

2.  Section  1202.32  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1202.32  Procedures  for  disclosure. 

(a)  Address  all  requests  for  disclosure 
of  records  pertaining  to  a  third  party  to 
the  NARA  Privacy  Act  Officer  (NAA), 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration,  Washington.  DC  20408. 
Upon  receipt  of  such  request.  NARA 
shall  verify  the  right  of  the  requester  to 
obtain  disclosure  pursuant  to  §  1202.30. 
Upon  verification,  the  system  manager 
shall  make  the  requested  records 
available.  NARA  shall  acknowledge 
requests  within  10  workdays  and  shall 
make  a  decision  within  30  workdays, 
imless  NARA  notifies  the  requester  that 
the  time  limit  must  be  extended  for  good 
cause. 

(b)  If  NARA  determines  that  the 
disclosure  is  not  permitted  under 

§  1202.30,  the  Assistant  Archivist  for 
Management  and  Administration  or  the 
Inspector  General  (for  records  for  which 
the  Inspector  General  is  the  system 
manager)  shall  deny  the  request  in 
writing.  The  requester  shall  be  informed 
of  the  right  to  submit  a  request  for 
review  and  final  determination  to  the 
appropriate  NARA  Privacy  Act  Appeal 
Officer. 


(1)  Requests  for  review  involving 
records  ^  which  the  Inspector  General 
is  the  system  manager  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  NARA  Privacy  Act 
Appeal  Officer  (N).  National  Ardtives 
a^  Records  ^Iministration, 

Washington.  DC  20408. 

(2)  Requests  for  review  involving  all 
other  records  shall  be  addressed  to  the 
NARA  Privacy  Act  Appeal  Officer  (ND), 
National  Archives  and  Records 
Administratioii,  Washington,  DC  20406. 

3- Section  1202.100  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1202.100  Requests  for  assistance  and 
referrals. 

Requests  for  assistance  and  referral  to 
the  responsible  system  manager  or  other 
NARA  employee  charged  with 
implementing  these  regulations  should 
be  made  to  the  NARA  Privacy  Act 
Officer  (NAA),  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration,  Washington, 

DC  20408. 

PART  1250— PUBLIC  AVAILABILITY 
OF  NARA  ADMINISTRATIVE  RECORDS 
AND  INFORMATIONAL  MATERIALS 

4.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1250 
is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  44  U.S.C.  2104ia):  5  U.S.C.  552: 
RO.  12600,  52  FR  23781,  3  CFR.  1987  Comp.,  p. 
235. 

§1250.34  [Amandad] 

5.  In  §  1250.34,  the  term  “Program 
Policy  and  Evaluation  Division"  is 
revised  to  read  “Policy  and  Program 
Analysis  Division." 

6.  Section  1250.58  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§1250.58  Appeal  with  NARA. 

(a)  A  requester  who  receives  a  denial 
of  access  in  whole  or  in  part  of  a  request 
or  who  receives  a  response  that  no 
responsive  records  were  found,  and  who 
considers  the  latter  response  as  adverse 
in  nature,  may  appeal  that  decision  or 
finding  within  NARA  to  the  appropriate 
NARA  FOIA  Appeal  Official.  If  the 
denial  was  signed  by  the  Assistant 
Archivist  for  Management  and 
Administration,  the  appeal  shall  be 
addressed  to  the  Deputy  Archivist  of  the 
United  States.  National  Archives  (ND), 
Washington.  DC  20408.  If  the  denial  was 
signed  by  the  Inspector  General,  the 
appeal  shall  be  addressed  to  the 
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Archivist  of  the  United  States,  National 
Archives  (N),  Washington,  DC  ZOWS. 

*  *  «  ♦  • 

(c)  (1)  The  requester  shall  appeal  in 
writing.  The  appeal  letter  shall  include  a 
brief  statement  of  the  reason(s]: 

(1)  If  an  appeal  of  denial  of  access, 
why  NARA  should  release  the  records, 
or 

(ii)  If  an  appeal  of  a  requester 
category  determination,  i^y  the 
requester  should  be  considered  to  be  a 
member  of  a  different  category,  or 

(iii)  If  an  appeal  of  a  denial  of  a  fee 
reduction  or  waiver  request  that  the 
requester  is  not  otherwise  entitled  to, 
how  disclosure  of  the  information  is 
likely  to  contribute  significantly  to 
public  understanding  of  the  operations 
or  activities  of  government  and  why  it  is 
not  a  request  primarily  intended  to 
benefit  the  commercial,  trade,  or  proHt 
interests  of  the  requester,  or 

(iv)  If  no  responsive  records  were 
found  and  the  requester  considers  this 
to  be  an  adverse  determination,  why  the 
requester  thinks  that  the  search  does  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  FOLA. 

(2)  The  appeal  letter  shall  include  the 
words  “Freedom  of  Information  Appeal” 
on  both  the  face  of  the  appeal  letter  and 
the  envelope,  and  the  requester  shall 
enclose  with  the  appeal  letter  a  copy  of 
the  initial  request  and  denial. 

(3)  NARA  has  20  workdays  after 
receipt  of  an  appeal  to  make  a 
determination  with  respect  to  the 
appeal.  The  20-workday  time  limit 
begins  when  the  NARA  FOIA  Appeal 
Official  receives  the  appeal. 

*  •  *  *  « 

PART  1254— AVAILABIUTY  OF 
RECORDS  AND  DONATED 
HISTORICAL  MATERIALS 

7.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1254 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  44  U.S.C  2101-2118.  5  U.S.C.  552, 
and  E.0. 12600,  52  FR  23781, 3  CFR,  1987 
Comp.,  p.  235. 

8.  Section  1254.38  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (f)(1)  and  (f)(4)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1254.38  Freedom  of  Information  Act 
requests. 

***** 

(f)  Appeals.  (1)  A  requester  whose 
request  for  access  is  denied  in  whole  or 
in  part,  or  who  receives  a  response  that 
no  responsive  records  were  found  and 
who  considere  the  latter  response  as 
adverse  in  nature;  may  appeal  that 
decision  or  finding  wifitin  NARA.  The 
appeal  ^all  be  in  writing  and  addressed 
to  the  Deputy  Archivist  of  the  United 


States  (ND),  National  Archives, 
Washington,  DC  20408. 

*  •^  *  *  ♦ 

(4)  In  the  appeal  letter  the  requester 
shall  briefly  state  the  reasons  why 
NARA  should  release  the  records,  or,  if 
no  responsive  records  were  found  and 
the  requester  considers  this  to  be  an 
adverse  determination,  why  the 
requester  thinks  that  the  search  does  not 
meet  the  requirements  of  the  FOIA. 
***** 

Dated:  March  10, 1992. 

Don  W.  WUson, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6470  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
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36  CFR  Part  1228 
filN  3095-AA42 

Disposition  of  Federal  Records 

AGENCY:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

summary:  This  proposed  rule  makes 
substantive  changes  to  NARA 
regulations  relating  to;  Loans  of 
permanent  and  unscheduled  records  by 
Federal  agencies  to  non-Federal 
recipients,  transfer  of  electronic  records 
to  the  National  Archives,  and  imposing 
restrictions  on  transferred  records.  In 
addition,  minor  changes  are  made  to 
other  provisions  of  the  disposition 
regulations  in  36  CFR  part  1228  to 
improve  the  clarity  of  the  regulation. 

The  proposed  rule  was  developed  in  the 
course  of  a  periodic  review  of  NARA 
regulations  to  identify  outdated  or 
incomplete  material.  These  regulations 
are  applicable  to  Federal  agencies. 
DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
April  20. 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  Director,  Policy  and  Program  Analysis 
Division  (NAA),  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration,  Washington, 
DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Ann  Palmos  or  Nancy  Allard  at 
202-501-5110  (FTS  241-5110). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Following  is  a  description  of  the  specific 
changes  included  in  this  proposed  rule. 

In  36  CFR  1228.30(b)(3).  we  are 
specifying  that  agencies  must  provide  a 
citation  to  the  Privacy  Act  system  notice 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  or 
Privacy  Act  Qnnpilation  as  the 
statement  of  Privacy  Act  restrictions  on 
temporary  records  that  must  be 
submitted  with  the  Standard  Form  115, 
Request  for  Records  disposition 


Authority.  Because  the  current  provision 
is  unclear,  some  agencies  provide 
detailed  information  while  others 
provide  a  reference  to  the  Federal 
Register  Privacy  Act  system  notice.  This 
change  to  the  regulation  should  reduce 
the  burden  on  agencies. 

In  36  CFR  part  1228,  subpart  E,  we 
propose  to  specify  that  a  written  loan 
agreement  is  required  whenever  a 
Federal  agency  loans  permanent  or 
unscheduled  records  to  non-Federal 
recipients.  When  provisions  covering 
loan  of  permanent  and  unscheduled 
records  were  added  to  36  CFR  part  1228 
in  1990,  NARA  intended  that  loan 
agreements  to  be  made  in  writing. 
Sections  1228.74  and  1228.76  have  been 
revised  to  specify  that  a  written  loan 
agreement  is  required.  Agencies  are 
currently  required  to  provide  to  NARA 
the  information  that  will  be  contained  in 
the  loan  agreement.  We  also  propose  to 
add  a  new  §1228.78  to  require  agencies 
to  contact  loan  recipients  30  days  prior 
to  end  of  the  loan  agreement  to  make 
arrangements  for  the  return  of  the 
records.  If  the  loan  period  is  extended, 

.  the  agency  will  be  required  to  notify 
NARA  in  writing.  These  modifications 
to  the  regulation  will  provide  further 
protection  for  permanent  and 
unscheduled  records. 

The  current  36  CFR  1228.180  contains 
procedures  concerning  agenicies’ 
retention  of  permanent  records  that  are 
more  than  30  years  old  and  imposing 
agency  restrictions  on  records 
transferred  to  the  National  Archieves. 
So  that  §  1228.180  will  not  contain  both 
policy  and  procedural  provisions,  the 
procedures  have  been  moved  to 
separate  sections.  In  the  new  §  1228.183, 
no  changes  have  been  made  to  the 
procedures  for  certifying  an  agency’s 
continued  need  for  records  that  are 
eligible  for  transfer  to  the  National 
Archives.  The  material  on  imposing 
agency  restrictions,  currently  contained 
in  §  1228.1180(c)(2).  has  been  revised 
and  placed  in  §  1228.192. 

In  §  1228.182(a)(2)(ii)  we  have 
removed  the  phrase  “do  not  absolutely 
preclude  use  of  the  records  by  the 
public.”  We  believe  that  the  phrase  is 
not  needed  because  paragraph  (a)(2)(ii) 
already  contains  the  condition  foat 
“restrictions  on  the  use  of  records  are 
acceptable  to  NARA."  NARA  generally 
does  not  accession  records  that  would 
be  closed  forever  to  public  use; 
however,  NARA  does  accession  some 
records  that  are  less  than  30  years  old 
which  have  statutory  limitations 
prohibiting  immediate  public  access, 
such  as  the  population  Census  tapes,  in 
order  to  ensure  the  proper  preserva  tion 
of  the  records. 
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Section  1228.184  has  been  modified  to 
require  a  duplicate  negative  when  the 
original  black  and  white  negative  is 
unstable  safety  or  acetate  and  to  clarify 
that  agencies  shall  transfer  all  of  the 
specified  copies  of  audiovisual  records 
to  the  National  Archives  if  such  copies 
exist. 

Section  1228.188  has  been  retitled 
“Electronic  records"  to  correspond  with 
the  title  of  the  related  36  CFR  part  1234, 
Electronic  Records  Management.  In 
addition,  the  accessioning  policy  has 
been  changed  to  permit  agencies  to 
transfer  electronic  records  on  tape 
cartridges  as  well  as  7  or  9  track  tape 
reels.  Ihe  NARA  form  14097,  Technical 
Description  for  Tansfer  of  Electronic 
Records,  will  replace  the  canceled 
Standard  Form  277,  “Computer  Magnetic 
Tape  File  Properties." 

Nonsubstantive  changes  have  been 
made  to  several  other  sections  in 
subpart  J.  The  introductory  paragraph  of 
§  1228.186  has  been  rewritten  to  improve 
its  clarity.  In  §  1228.190,  the  names  of 
the  National  Archives  Field  Branches 
have  been  corrected  to  Regional 
Archives.  Section  1228.194  is  revised  to 
clarify  that  the  Privacy  Act  notice  must 
accompnay  the  SF  258  that  intiates  the 
transfer  of  Privacy  Act  systems  to  the 
National  Archives.  Two  paragraphs  of 
§  1228.198  have  been  rewritten  to 
remove  redundant  material  and  improve 
clarity. 

This  rule  is  not  a  major  rule  for  the 
purposes  of  Executive  Order  12291  of 
February  17, 1981.  As  required  by  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act,  it  is  hereby 
certified  that  this  proposed  rule  will  not 
have  a  signfleant  impact  on  small 
business  entities. 

List  of  Subjects  in  36  CFR  Part  1228 

Archives  and  records,  Government 
property  management. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  NARA  proposes  to  amend 
part  1228  of  title  36  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  1228— DISPOSITION  OF 
FEDERAL  RECORDS 

1,  The  authority  citation  for  part  1228 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  44  U.S.C.  chapters  21,  29,  and  31. 

2.  In  §  1228.30,  paragraph  (b](3]  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1228.30  Scheduling  temporary  records. 

«  *  *  *  * 

(b)  *  *  * 

(3)  If  the  records  are  contained  in  a 
Privacy  Act  system  of  records,  a  citation 
to  agency’s  alpha-numeric  or  numeric 
code  designation  for  the  system  of 
records.  If  the  system  of  records  was 


amended  since  the  publication  of  the 
current  Office  of  the  Federal  Register 
compilation  of  Privacy  Act  Issuances, 
the  agency  shall  also  cite  the  date  and 
page  of  the  Federal  Register  on  which 
the  amended  system  notice  appears. 

*  «  *  «  « 

3.  Section  1228.74  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1228.74  Agency  action. 

(a)  An  agency  proposing  to  loan 
permanent  or  unscheduled  records  shall 
execute  a  written  loan  agreement  with 
the  proposed  recipient.  The  agreement 
shall  include: 

(1)  The  name  of  the  department  or 
agency  and  subdivisions  thereof  having 
custody  of  the  records; 

(2)  The  name  and  address  of  the 
proposed  recipient  of  the  records: 

(3)  A  list  containing: 

(i)  An  identification  by  series  or 
system  of  the  records  to  be  loaned, 

(ii)  The  inclusive  date  for  each  series, 

(iii)  The  volume  and  media  of  the 
records  to  be  loaned,  and 

(iv)  The  NARA  disposition  job  (SF 
115)  and  item  numbers  covering  the 
records,  if  any; 

(4)  A  statement  of  the  purpose  and 
duration  of  the  loan; 

(5)  A  statement  specifying  any 
restrictions  on  the  use  of  the  records 
and  how  these  restrictions  will  be 
administered  by  the  donee;  and 

(6)  A  certification  that  the  records  will 
be  stored  according  to  the 
environmental  speciHcations  for 
archival  records. 

(b)  The  Archivist  of  the  United  States 
shall  be  a  signatory  on  all  loan 
agreements  for  permanent  and 
unscheduled  records.  An  agreement  may 
not  be  implemented  until  the  Archivist 
has  signed. 

(c)  The  head  of  the  Federal  agency 
shall  request  approval  for  the  loan  by 
sending  a  letter  to  NARA  (NIR), 
Washington,  DC  20408,  transmitting  the 
proposed  loan  agreement  and  specifying 
the  name,  title,  and  telephone  number  of 
the  person  N^IA  should  contact  about 
the  proposed  loan. 

4.  Section  1228.76  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1228.76  NARA  action  on  requosL 

NARA  will  review  the  request  and,  if 
found  acceptable,  return  the  approved 
agreement  to  the  agency.  NARA  will 
deny  the  request  if  the  records  should  be 
transferred  to  the  National  Archives  or 
if  the  loan  would  endanger  the  records 
or  otherwise  contravene  the  regulations 
in  36  CFR  chapter  XII,  subchapter  B.  If 
NARA  disapproves  the  loan,  the 
Archivist  will  notify  the  agency  in 


writing  and  provide  instructions  for  the 
disposition  of  the  records. 

5.  A  new  §  1228.78  is  added  to  subpart 
E  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1228.78  Retrieval  of  records. 

An  agency  shall  contact  the  recipient 
of  the  loan  of  permanent  or  unscheduled 
records  30  days  prior  to  the  expiration  of 
the  loan  period  (as  stated  in  the  loan 
agreement)  to  arrange  for  the  return  of 
the  records.  If  the  agency  extends  the 
duration  of  the  loan,  it  shall  notify 
NARA  (NIR)  in  writing,  specifying  the 
reason  for  the  extension  and  providing  a 
new  time  limit  for  the  loan. 

§§  1228.182  and  1228.190  [Amended] 

6.  In  subpart  J,  the  titles  “National 
Archives  Field  Branch”  and  “National 
Archives  Field  Branches”  are  replaced 
by  the  title  “Regional  Archives”  in  the 
following  places: 

§  1228.182(b)(2) 

§  1228.182(b)(3)(ii) 

§  1228.190(b)(2) 

7.  Section  1228.180  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)(2)  and  (c)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§1228.180  Authority. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  Direct  and  effect  the  transfer  to  the 
National  Archives  of  the  United  States 
of  Federal  agency  records  that  have 
been  in  existence  for  more  than  30  years 
and  that  have  been  determined  by  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States  to  have 
sufficient  historical  or  other  value  to 
warrant  their  continued  preservation  by 
the  U.S.  Government. 

•  *  *  «  * 

(c)  Transferred  records  subject  to 
statutory  or  other  restrictions.  When 
records,  the  use  of  which  is  subject  to 
statutory  limitations  and  restrictions, 
are  so  transferred,  permissive  and 
restrictive  statutory  provisions 
concerning  the  examination  and  use  of 
records  applicable  to  the  head  of  the 
transferring  agency  are  applicable  to  the 
Archivist  of  the  United  States  and  the 
employees  of  the  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration. 

8.  In  §  1228.182,  paragraph  (a)(2)(ii)  is 
revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1228.182  Types  of  records  to  be 
transferred. 

(a)  *  *  * 

(2)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Agency  needs  will  be  satisfied  by 
use  of  the  records  in  NARA  research 
rooms  or  by  copies  of  the  records;  and 
restrictions  on  the  use  of  records  are 
acceptable  to  NARA  and  do  not  violate 
the  Freedom  of  Information  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
552).  Records  appraised  as  permanent 
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that  are  not  yet  eligible  for  transfer 
because  of  agency  needs  or  restrictions 
may  be  stored  in  a  Federal  records 
center  pending  transit.  (See  subpart  1 
of  this  part.) 

***** 

9.  A  new  §  1228.183  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1228.183  Certification  for  retention  of 
records  in  agency  custody. 

(a)  Permanent  records  shall  be 
transferred  to  the  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States  when  the  records  have 
been  in  existence  for  more  than  30  years 
unless  the  head  of  the  agency  which  has 
custody  of  the  records  certifies  in 
writing  to  the  Archivist  that  the  records 
must  be  retained  in  agency  custody  for 
use  in  the  conduct  of  the  regular  current 
business  of  the  agency.  Records  that  are 
scheduled  in  a  NARA-approved  records 
schedule  to  be  transferred  to  the 
National  Archives  of  the  United  States 
after  a  specified  period  of  time  are 
subject  to  the  certification  requirement 
only  if  the  records  are  not  transferred  as 
scheduled. 

(b)  In  order  to  certify  that  records 
must  be  retained  for  the  conduct  of 
regular  current  business,  an  agency 
should  consider  the  following  factors: 

(11  Character  of  use  (to  be  retained  by 
an  agency,  records  should  be  used  for 
the  normal  routine  business  of  the 
agency  at  the  time  of  certification); 

(2)  Frequency  of  use  (to  be  retained  by 
an  agency,  records  should  be  used  more 
than  one  time  per  month  per  ble  unit); 
and, 

(3)  Preservation  of  the  records  (to  be 
retained  by  an  agency,  permanently 
valuable  records  should  be  preserved  in 
accordance  with  NARA  guidelines). 

(c)  The  written  certification  of  need  of 
a  series  of  30  year-old  records  for 
current  agency  business  must: 

(1)  Include  a  comprehensive 
description  and  location  of  records  to  be 
retained; 

(2)  Cite  the  NARA  approved  authority 
for  the  disposition  of  the  records  if 
sheduled  (SF 115  item  number); 

(3)  Describe  the  current  business  for 
which  the  records  are  required; 

(4)  Estimate  the  length  of  time  the 
records  will  be  needed  by  the  agency  for 
current  business  (if  no  date  is  provided 
by  the  agency,  approved  certification 
requests  will  be  effective  for  a  maximum 
of  five  years); 

(5)  Explain  why  the  current  needs  of 
the  agency  cannot  be  met  by  the 
services  NARA  providea  for  records 
deposited  with  the  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States;  and. 

(6)  If  the  records  are  being  retained  to 
enable  the  agency  to  provide  routine 


public  reference,  cite  the  statute 
authorizing  this  agency  activity. 

(d)  NARA  will  not  accept  an  agency 
certification  that  a  specific  body  of 
records  over  30  years  old,  regai^^s  of 
physical  form  or  characteristics,  is  being 
used  for  the  “conduct  of  &eregul« 
current  business,**  if  that  agency  is 
retaining  suck  records  primarily  to: 

(1)  Provide  to  persons  outside  the 
agency  access  which  can  be  provided  by 
NARA;  or 

(2)  Function  as  an  agency  archives, 
unless  specifically  authorized  by  statute 
or  NARA. 

10.  Section  1228.184  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  text  of  the 
section,,  the  introductory  text  of 
paragraphs  (a),  (b).  and  (c)  and 
paragraphs  (b)(1)-  and  (e)(1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1228.184  Audiovisual  records. 

Audiovisual  records  appraised  as 
permanent  should  be  transferred  to  the 
National  Archives  as  soon  as  they 
become  inactive  or  whenever  the  agency 
cannot  provide  proper  care  and  handling 
of  the  materials  (see  part  1232  of  this 
chapter)  to  guarantee  their  preservation. 
Additionally,  the  following  policies  shall 
govern  the  transfer  of  audiovisual 
records  to  the  National  Archives: 

(a)  Motion  pictures.  The  following 
copies  are  necessary  for  the 
preservation,  duplication,  and  reference 
service  of  motion  pictures  transferred  to 
the  National  Archives  of  the  United 
States.  Agenciea  shall  transfer  all 
specified  copies,  if  they  exist. 
***** 

(b)  Still  pictures.  The  following 
elements  are  necessary  for  the 
preservation,  duplication  and  reference 
service  of  each  pictoral  image 
transferred  to  the  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States.  Agencies  shall 
transfer  all  specified  copies,  if  they 
exist 

(1)  For  black  and  white  photographs, 
an  original  negative  and  a  captioned 
print  If  the  original  negative  is  unstable 
safety,  acetate;  nitrate,  or  glass,  a 
duplicate  negative  is  also  needed;. 
***** 

(c)  Sound  recordings.  The  following 
types  of  audio  dociunents  are  necessary 
for  the  preservation,  dupneation,  and 
reference  service  of  sound  recordings 
transferred  to  the  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States.  Agencies  shall 
transfer  all  specified  copies,  if  they 
exist. 

****** 

(e)  Finding  aids  and  production 
documentation.  *  *  • 

(1)  Existing  finding  aids  such  as  data 
sheets,  shot  lists,  continuities,  review 


sheets,  catalogs,  indexes,  lists  of 
captions,  and  other  documentation, 
whether  in  paper,  electronic,  or  other 
form,  that  are  necessary  or  helpful  for 
the  proper  identification,  retrieval,  and 
use  of  the  audiovisual  records;  and 
***** 

11.  In  §  1228.186,  the  introductory 
paragraph  is  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1228.188  Cartographic  and  architactural 
records. 

The  following  classes  of  cartographic 
and  architectural  records  appraised  as 
permanent  should  be  transferred  to  the 
National  Archives  as  soon  as  they 
become  inactive  or  whenever  the  agency 
cannot  provide  the  proper  care  and 
handling  of  the  materials  to  guarantee 
their  preservation. 

***** 

12.  Section  1228.188  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1228.188  Electronic  records. 

(a)  Magnetic  tape.  (1)  Computer 
magnetic  tape  is  a  fragile  medium, 
highly  susceptible  to  ^  generation  of 
error  by  improper  care  and  handling.  To 
ensure  that  permanently  valuable 
information  stored  on  magnetic  tape  is 
preserved.  Federal  agencies  should 
schedule  files  for  disposition  as  soon  as 
possible  after  the  tapes  are  written. 
When  NARA  has  determined  that  a  file 
is  worthy  of  preservation,  the  agency 
should  transfer  the  file  to  the  National 
Archives  as  soon  as  it  becomes  inactive 
or  whenever  the  agency  cannot  provide 
proper  care  and  handling  of  the  tapes 
(see  part  1234  of  this  chapter)  to 
guarantee  the  preservation  of  the 
information  they  contain. 

(2)  Agencies  shall  transfer  electronic 
records  to  the  National  Archives  either 
on  open  reel  magnetic  tape  or  on  tape 
cartridges.  Open  reel  magnetic  tape 
shall  be  on  one-half  inch  7  or  9  track 
tape  reels  recorded  at  800, 1600,  or  6250 
bpi.  Tape  cartridges  shall  be  18  track 
3480-class  cartridges  recorded  at  37,871 
bpi.  The  data  shall  be  written  in  ASCII 
or  EBCDIC  with  all  extraneous  control 
characters  removed  from  the  data 
(except  record  length  indicators  for 
variable  length  records,  or  marks 
designating  a  datum,  word,  field,  block 
or  file),  blocked  at  not  higher  than  32,760 
bytes  per  block.  The  open  reel  magnetic 
tapes  or  the  tape  cartridges  on  which  the 
data  are  recorded  shall  be  new  or 
recertified  tapes  (see  part  1234  of  this 
chapter)  which  have  been  passed  over  a 
tape  cleaner  before  writing  and  shall  be 
rewound  under  controlled  tension. 

(b)  Other  magnetic  meck'a.  When  an 
elecfronic  file  &at  ha»been  desi^aated 
for  preservation  by  NARA  is  maintained 
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on  a  direct  access  storage  device,  the 
file  shall  be  written  on  an  open  reel 
magnetic  tape  or  on  a  magnetic  tape 
cartridge  that  meets  the  specifications  in 
paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  section.  This 
tape  copy  shall  be  transferred  to  the 
National  Archives. 

(c)  Documentation.  Documentation 
adequate  for  servicing  and  interpreting 
electronic  records  that  have  been 
designated  for  preservation  by  NARA 
shall  be  transferred  with  them.  This 
documentation  shall  include,  but  not 
necessarily  be  limited  to  completed 
NARA  Form  14097,  Technical 
Description  for  Transfer  of  Electronic 
Records,  or  its  equivalent.  Where  it  has 
been  necessary  to  strip  data  of  its 
extraneous  control  characters  (see 
paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this  section),  the 
codebook  specifications  defining  the 
data  elements  and  their  values  must 
match  the  new  format  of  the  data. 
Guidelines  for  determining  adequate 
documentation  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Office  of  Records  Administration 
(NI),  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration,  Washington,  DC  20408. 

13.  Section  1228.190  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (b)(1)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1228.190  Transfer  of  records. 

(b)  Initiation  of  request  to  transfer.  (1) 
NARA  will  provide  the  SF  258  for 
records  scheduled  for  immediate 
transfer  on  an  SF  115  approved  after 
September  30, 1987.  NARA  will  send  the 
SF  258  to  the  agency  with  the  approved 
SF  115.  The  agency  will  sign  and  return 
the  SF  258  to  the  address  indicated  on 
the  form. 

***** 

14.  Section  1228.192  is  added  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1226.192  Restrictions  on  transferred 
records. 

(a)  General.  Before  records  are 
transferred  to  the  National  Archives,  the 
head  of  an  agency  may  state  in  writing 
restrictions  that  appear  to  him  or  her  to 
be  necessary  or  desirable  in  the  public 
interest  on  Ae  use  or  examination  of 
records.  The  head  of  an  agency  must, 
however,  justify  and  cite  the  statute  or 
Freedom  of  Information  Act  exemption 
(5  U.S.C.  552(b])  that  authorizes  placing 
restrictions  on  the  use  or  examination  of 
records  being  considered  for  transfer.  If 
the  Archivist  agree,  restrictions  will  be 
placed  on  the  records. 

(b)  Records  less  than  30  years  old. 
Unless  required  by  law,  the  Archivist 
will  not  remove  or  relax  restrictions 
placed  upon  records  less  than  30  years 
old  without  the  concurrence  in  writting 
of  the  head  of  the  agency  from  which  the 
material  was  transferred  or  of  his  or  her 


successor,  if  any.  If  the  transferring 
agency  has  been  terminated  and  there  is 
no  successor  in  function,  the  Archivist  is 
authorized  to  relax,  remove  or  impose 
restrictions  in  the  public  interest. 

(c)  Record  30  or  more  years  old.  After 
the  records  have  been  in  existence  for 
30  years  or  more,  statutory  or  other 
restrictions  referred  to  in  this  section 
shall  expire  unless  the  Archivist 
determines,  after  consulting  with  the 
head  of  the  transferring  agency,  that 
restrictions  shall  remain  in  force  for  a 
longer  period.  Such  restrictions  may  be 
extended  by  the  Archivist  beyond  30 
years  only  for  reasons  consistent  with 
standards  established  in  relevant 
statutory  law,  including  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Act  (5  U.S.C.  552). 
Restrictions  are  systematically  extended 
beyond  30  years  where  agencies  advise 
NARA  on  the  SF  258  that  a  particular 
category  of  records  requires  such 
protection.  NARA  has  identified  speciHc 
categories  of  records,  including 
classified  information  and  information 
that  would  invade  the  privacy  of  an 
individual,  which  may  require  extended 
protection  beyond  30  years.  See  36  CFR 
part  1256. 

15.  Section  1228.194  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1228.194  Records  subject  to  the  Privacy 
Act  of  1974. 

For  records  constituting  systems  of 
records  subject  to  the  Privacy  Act  of 
1974  (5  U.S.C.  552a),  the  agency  shall 
attach  to  the  SF  258  the  most  recent 
agency  Privacy  Act  system  notice 
covering  the  records. 

16.  Section  1228.198  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (a)  and  (b)(4)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  1228.198  Use  of  records  transferred  to 
the  National  Archives. 

(a)  In  accordance  with  44  U.S.C.  2108, 
restrictions  lawfully  imposed  on  the  use 
of  transferred  records  will  be  observed 
and  enforced  by  NARA  to  the  extent  to 
which  they  do  not  violate  5  U.S.C.  552. 
The  regulations  in  subchapter  B  and  C  of 
this  title,  insofar  as  they  relate  to  the  use 
of  records  in  the  National  Archives  of 
the  United  States  apply  to  official  use  of 
the  records  by  Federal  agencies  as  well 
as  to  the  public. 

(b)  *  *  * 

(4)  Each  official  who  borrows  records 
shall  provide  a  receipt  for  them  at  the 
time  they  are  delivered  and  shall  be 
responsible  for  their  prompt  return  upon 
the  expiration  of  the  loan  period 
specified  by  NARA;  and 


Dated:  February  3, 1992. 

Don  W.  WUson, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6473  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
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NARA  Reproduction  Fee  Policies 

agency:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY:  This  proposed  rule  makes 
minor  corrections  and  clarifications  to 
36  CFR  part  1258  to  reflect  current 
NARA  policies  and  practices  concerning 
fees  for  reproductions.  This  regulation 
was  developed  during  a  periodic  review 
of  existing  NARA  regulations  to  identify 
outdated  or  incomplete  material.  Two 
substantive  changes  will  affect  members 
of  the  public  who  order  reproductions. 
First,  the  policy  on  accepting  rush  orders 
has  been  modiHed  to  reflect  that  such 
service  is  only  available  from 
Presidential  libraries.  It  should  be  noted 
that  some  libraries  may  not  be  able  to 
provide  rush  service  under  this  policy. 
Second,  two  changes  have  made  to  our 
payment  policy.  Persons  who  order 
reproductions  will  be  allowed  to  pay  by 
selected  credit  cards.  Checks  for  more 
than  $200  will  no  longer  need  to  be 
certified. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  Director,  Policy  and  Program  Analysis 
Division  (NAA),  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration,  Washihngton, 
DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Ann  Palmos  or  Nancy  Allard  at 
(202)  501-5110  (FTS  241-5110). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
is  not  a  major  rule  for  the  purposes  of 
Executive  Order  12291  of  February  17, 
1981.  As  required  by  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  it  is  hereby  certified  that 
this  proposed  rule  will  not  have 
significant  impact  on  small  business 
entities. 

List  of  Subjects  in  36  CFR  Part  1258 

Archives  and  records. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  NARA  proposes  to  amend 
part  1258  of  title  36  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 
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PART  1258— FEES 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1258 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 

Authority:  44  U.S.C.  2116(c). 

2.  Section  1258.2  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (c)(3),  (c)(6)(ii),  and 
(c)(8)  to  read  as  follows: 

§1258.2  Applicability 
***** 

(c)  *  *  * 

(3)  Motion  picture,  sound  recording, 
and  video  recording  materials  among 
the  holdings  of  the  National  Archives 
and  Presidential  libraries.  Prices  for 
reproduction  of  these  materials  are 
available  from  the  Motion  Picture, 

Sound  and  Video  Branch  (NNSM), 
National  Archives,  Washington,  DC 
20408,  or  from  the  Presidential  library 
which  has  such  materials  (see  §  1253.3 
of  this  chapter  for  addresses). 
***** 

(6)  *  *  * 

(ii)  Passenger  arrival  lists  (order  form 
NATF  Form  81)— $10. 

***** 

(8)  Orders  for  expedited  service 
("rush"  orders)  for  reproduction  of  still 
pictures  and  motion  picture  and  video 
recordings  among  the  holdings  of  a 
Presidential  library.  Orders  may  be 
accepted  on  an  expedited  basis  by  the 
library  when  the  library  determines  that 
sufficient  personnel  are  availale  to 
handle  such  orders  or  that  the  NARA 
contractor  making  the  reproduction  can 
provide  the  service.  Rush  orders  are 
subject  to  a  surcharge  to  cover  the 
additional  cost  of  providing  expedited 
service. 

***** 

3.  Section  1258.4  is  amended  by 
revising  the  introductory  paragraph  and 
paragraph  (f),  and  removing  paragraphs 
(g)  through  (i)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  1258.4  Exclusions. 

No  fee  is  charged  for  reproduction  or 
certification  in  the  following  instances: 

***** 

(f)  For  Federal  records  center  (FRC) 
records  only: 

(1)  when  furnishing  the  service  free 
conforms  to  generally  established 
business  custom,  such  as  furnishing 
personal  reference  data  to  prospective 
employers  of  former  Government 
employees: 

(2)  when  the  reproducion  of  not  more 
than  one  copy  of  the  document  is 
required  to  obtain  from  the  Government 
financial  benefits  to  which  the 
requesting  person  may  be  entitled  (e.g., 
veterans  or  their  dependents,  employees 
with  workmen’s  compensation  claims, 
or  persons  insured  by  the  Govemment): 


(3)  when  the  reproduction  of  not  more 
than  one  copy  of  a  hearing  or  other 
formal  proceeding  involving  security 
requirements  for  Federal  employment  is 
requested  by  a  person  directly 
concerned  in  the  hearing  or  proceeding; 
and 

(4)  when  the  reproduction  of  not  more 
than  one  copy  of  a  document  is  for  a 
person  who  has  been  required  to  furnish 
a  personal  document  to  the  Government 
(e.g.,  a  birth  certificate  required  to  be 
given  to  an  agency  where  the  original 
cannot  be  returned  to  the  individual). 

4.  Section  1258.12  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (g)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1258.12  Fee  schedule. 
***** 

(g)  Preservation  of  records.  In  order  to 
preserve  certain  records  which  are  in 
poor  physical  condition.  NARA  may 
restrict  customers  to  microfilm  copies 
instead  of  electrostatic  copies. 
***** 

5.  Section  1258.14  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  1258.14  Payment  of  fees. 

Fees  may  be  paid  in  cash,  by  check  or 
money  order  made  payable  to  the 
National  Archives  Trust  Fund,  or  by 
selected  credit  cards.  Remittances  from 
outside  the  United  States  must  be  made 
by  international  money  order  payable  in 
U.S.  dollars  or  a  check  drawn  on  a  U.S. 
bank.  Fees  must  be  paid  in  advance 
except  when  the  appropriate  director 
approves  a  request  for  handling  them  on 
an  account  receivable  basis.  Purchasers 
with  special  billing  requirements  must 
state  them  when  placing  orders  and 
must  complete  any  special  forms  for 
NARA  approval  in  advance. 

Dated:  January  23. 1992. 

Don  W.  Wilson, 

Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6471  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUING  CODE  7S1S-01-H 


36  CFR  Part  1260 
RIN  3095-AA17 

Declassification  Procedures 

AGENCY:  National  Archives  and  Records 
Administration. 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking 

summary:  NARA  is  updating  its 
regulations  relating  to  mandatory 
review  by  Federal  agencies  of  national 
security  information  contained  in 
archival  records.  Presidential  records, 
donated  historical  materials,  and  the 
Nixon  Presidential  materials.  The 


changes  will  reflect  the  present  practice 
whereby  agencies  return  all  documents 
reviewed  for  declassification  action  to 
NARA,  and  NARA  provides  the 
appropriate  notification  and  declassified 
or  sanitized  reproductions  to  the 
requester. 

The  proposed  rule  will  also  require 
agencies  to  return  a  complete  copy  of 
the  reviewed  documents  to  NARA. 

Some  agencies  only  return  the  first  page 
of  a  document  that  is  either  being 
released  or  denied  in  its  entirety. 

Because  NARA  holdings  include  many 
documents  with  identical  dates, 
correspondence,  and  subjects,  return  of 
the  complete  document  will  help  NARA 
close  out  the  mandatory  review  request 
more  quickly  and  accurately. 

We  are  also  clarifying  that  36  CFR 
part  1260  applies  to  Presidential  records 
subject  to  the  Presidential  Records  Act 
and  to  the  Nixon  Presidential  materials 
subject  to  the  Presidential  Recordings 
and  Materials  Preservation  Act. 

This  proposed  rule  will  affect  Federal 
agencies.  'There  are  no  changes  to  the 
mandatory  review  request  procedures 
followed  by  members  of  the  public.  The 
proposed  rule  was  developed  during  a 
periodic  review  of  NARA  regulations  to 
identify  outdated  or  incomplete 
material. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  by 
April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to  Director,  Policy  and  Program  Analysis 
Division  (NAA),  National  Archives  and 
Records  Administration,  Washington, 
DC  20408. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Mary  Ann  Palmos  or  Nancy  Allard  at 
202-501-5110  (FTS  241-5110). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  rule 
is  not  a  major  rule  for  the  purposes  of 
Executive  Order  12291  of  February  17. 
1981.  As  required  by  the  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Act,  it  is  hereby  certified  that 
this  proposed  rule  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  small  business 
entities. 

List  of  Subjects  in  36  CFR  Part  1260 

Archives  and  records.  Classified 
information. 

For  the  reasons  set  forth  in  the 
preamble,  NARA  proposes  to  amend 
part  1260  of  title  36  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  as  follows: 

PART  1260— DECLASSIFICATION  OF 
AND  PUBUC  ACCESS  TO  NATIONAL 
SECURITY  INFORMATION 

1.  The  authority  citation  for  part  1260 
continues  to  read  as  follows: 
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Aiitbsrity:  44  U.S.C.  2104(a);  Executive 
Order  12356  of  April  2. 1982  (3  CFR 1982 
Comp.,  p.  166], 

2.  Section  1260.1  is  revised  to  read  as 
foUowK 

§  1260.1  Scope  of  part 

(a)  Declassification  of  and  public 
access  to  national  security  information 
and  material  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
“classified  information”  or  collectively 
termed  “information”)  is  governed  by 
Executive  Order  12356  of  April  2. 1982 
(47  FR  14874,  3  CFR 1982  Comp.,  p.  166) 
and  by  the  Information  Seenrity 
Oversight  Office  Directive  Number  1  of 
June  22, 1982  (47  FR  27836,  June  25, 1982). 

(b)  Documents  declassified  in 
accordance  with  this  regulation  may  be 
withheld  from  release  under  the 
provisions  of  5  U.S.C.  552(b)  for 
accessioned  agency  records;  36  CFR 
1254.36  for  donated  historical  materials; 
44  U.S.C.  2201  et  seq.  and  36  CFR  part 
1270  for  Presidential  records;  and  44 
U.S.C.  2111  note  and  36  CFR  part  1275 
for  Nixon  Presidential  materials. 
Procedures  for  public  requests  for 
mandatory  review  of  classified 
information  under  Executive  Order 
12356  are  found  in  §  1254.46  of  this 
chapter. 

3.  Sectiem  1260.12  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraph  (a),  the  introductory 
text  of  paragraph  (c),  paragraphs  (c)(2) 
and  (d)  and  adding  paragraph  (e)  to  read 
as  follows; 

§  1260.12  Agency  action. 
***** 

(a)  Either  make  a  prompt 
declassiftcation  determination  and 
notify  NARA  accordingly,  or  inform 
NARA  of  the  additional  time  needed  to 
process  the  request.  NARA  will  inform 
the  requester  of  the  agency  action. 
Except  in  unusual  circumstances, 
agencies  riiali  make  a  final 
detennination  within  one  year. 
***** 

(c)  Return  to  NARA  a  complete  copy 
of  each  declassified  document  with 
agency  determination.  NARA  will 
forward  the  reproduction  to  the 
requester.  When  a  request  cannot  be 
declassified  in  its  entirety,  the  agency 
must  also  furnish  NARA,  for 
transmission  to  the  requester,  the 
following: 

***** 

(2)  A  statement  of  the  requester’s  right 
to  appeal  within  60  calend^  days  of 
receipt  of  the  denial;  the  procedures  for 
taking  such  action;  and  the  name,  title, 
and  address  of  the  appeal  authority. 

(d)  The  agency  appellate  authority 
shall  make  a  determination  within  30 
working  days  following  receipt  of  an 
appeal,  if  additional  time  is  reqriired  to 


make  a  detennination.  the  agency 
appellate  authority  shall  notify  NARA  of 
the  addithmal  time  needed  and  the 
reason  for  the  extension.  The  agency 
appellate  authority  shall  notify  NARA  in 
writing  of  the  final  detennination  and  of 
the  reasons  for  any  denial.  NARA  will 
provide  the  researcher  a  copy  of  any 
notifications. 

(e)  Furnish  to  NARA  a  complete  oc^y 
of  each  document  to  be  released  only  in 
part,  clearly  nmrked  to  indicate  the 
portions  ndiich  remain  classified. 

4.  Section  1260.46  is  amended  by 
revising  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c)  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  1260.46  Agency  action. 
***** 

(b)  Provide  a  brief  statement  of  the 
reasons  any  requested  information 
should  not  be  declassified  and  return  a 
complete  copy  of  die  reproductions  to 
NARA;  and 

(c)  Return  all  reprodiKitions  referred 
for  consultation  including  a  complete 
copy  of  each  document  which  should  be 
released  only  in  part,  clearly  marked  to 
indicate  the  portions  which  remain 
classified. 

Dated:  January  29. 1992. 

Claudine  J.  Weiher, 

Acting  Archivist  of  the  United  States. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6472  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BUiJNQ  CODE  7S1«-0t-M 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

40  CFR  Part  52 

[CA11-1-5411;  FHL-4116-6} 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans;  California  State 
Implementation  Plan  Revision;  Bay 
Area  Air  Quality  Management  District 

agency:  U.S.  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice  of  proposed  rulemaking. 

SUMMARY;  This  notice  proposes  to 
approve  two  volatile  organic  compound 
(VOC)  rules  submitted  to  EPA  by  the 
California  Air  Resources  Board  (ARB) 
as  revisions  to  the  California  State 
Implementation  Han  (SIP).  The  rules 
were  adopted  by  the  Bay  Area  Air 
Quality  Management  District  (AQMD) 
on  June  20, 1990  and  were  submitted  by 
ARB  on  April  5, 1991.  The  rules, 
regulation  8,  rule  3 — Architectural 
Coatmgs  (reg  8-3)  and  regulation  8,  rule 
48 — Industrial  Maintenance  Coatings 
(reg  8-48),  regulate  the  VOC  content  of 
various  architectural  coatings  and 
industrial  maintenance  coatings  used 


within  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  EPA  has 
evaluated  these  rules  and  is  proposing 
to  approve  them  under  section  110(k)(3) 
as  meeting  the  requirements  of  section 
110(a]  and  part  D. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  may  be  mailed 
to:  Esther  Hill,  Chief,  Northern 
California,  Nevada,  and  Hawaii 
Rulemaking  Section  {A-5-4),  Air  and 
Toxics  Division.  Environmental 
Protection  Agency.  Region  9,  75 
Hawthorne  Street.  San  Francisco.  CA 
94105. 

Copies  of  the  rules  and  EPA’s 
evaluation  report  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  EPA’s  Region  9 
office  during  normal  business  hours. 
Copies  of  the  submitted  rules  are  also 
available  for  inspection  at  the  following 
locations: 

California  Air  Resources  Board, 

Stationary  Source  Division,  Rule 

Evaluation  Section,  1219  “K”  Street, 

Sacramento,  CA  95814. 

Bay  Area  Air  Quality  Management 

District,  939  Ellis  Street,  San 

Francisco,  CA  94109. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Ungvarsky,  Southern  California 
and  Arizona  Rulemaking  Section  (A-5- 
3),  Air  and  Toxics  Division, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency, 
Region  IX.  75  Hawthorne  Street,  San 
Francisco,  CA  94105,  Telephone:  (415) 
744-1188,  FTS:  484-118a 
SUPPLBNENTARV  INFORMATION; 
Background 

On  March  3, 1978,  EPA  promulgated  a 
list  of  ozone  nonattainment  areas  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Clean  Air  Act.  as 
amended  in  1977  (1977  CAA),  that 
included  the  San  Francisco  ^y  Area.  43 
FR  8964,  40  CFR  81.306.  Because  it  was 
not  possible  for  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  to 
reach  attainment  by  the  statutory 
attainment  date  of  December  31, 1982, 
California  requested  under  section 
172(a)(2),  and  EPA  approved,  an 
extenrion  of  the  attainment  date  for 
ozone  in  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  to 
December  31, 1987. 40  CFR  52.238.  The 
Bay  Area  AQMD  did  not  attain  the 
ozone  standard  by  the  approved 
attainment  date.  On  November  15, 1990, 
the  Clean  Air  Act  Amendments  of  1990 
(CAA)  were  enacted.  Public  Law  101- 
549, 104  Stat.  2399,  codified  at  42  U.S.C. 
7401-7671q. 

The  CAA  classifies  ozone 
nonattainment  areas  by  the  seriousness 
of  their  nonattainment  problems  and 
published  extended  deadlines  for  such 
areas  keyed  to  their  classifications.  The 
Bay  Area  AQMD  is  currently  classified 
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as  a  moderate  ozone  nonattainment 
area  *  and  is  responsible  for  the 
implementation  of  VOC  regulations 
applicable  in  the  San  Francisco  Bay 
Area.*  VOCs  contribute  to  the 
production  of  ground  level  ozone  and 
smog. 

On  April  5. 1991,  ARB  submitted  to 
EPA  Bay  Area  AQMD  reg  0-3  and  reg  8- 
48.  This  notice  addresses  EPA's 
proposed  action  for  these  rules.  The 
rules  were  found  to  be  complete  on  May 
21, 1991,  pursuant  to  EPA's 
completeness  criteria  as  set  forth  in  40 
CFR  part  51,  appendix  V  *  and  are  being 
proposed  for  approval.  The  two  rules 
addressed  in  this  notice  are  intended  to 
replace,  expand,  and  further  strengthen 
the  current  SIP  version  of  reg  8-3,  which 
was  adopted  into  the  SIP  on  October  3, 
1984. 

Description  of  Regulations 

Bay  Area  AQMD  Reg  8-3  and  Reg  8- 
48  control  emissions  of  VOCs  from 
architectural  coatings  and  industrial 
maintenance  coatings  sold,  offered  for 
sale,  applied,  solicited,  or  manufactured 
for  sale  within  the  Bay  Area  AQMD. 
Architectural  coatings  and  industrial 
maintenance  coatings  are  dehned  as 
coatings*  applied  to  stationary 
structures  and  their  appurtenances,  to 
mobile  homes,  to  pavements,  or  to 
curbs. 

On  May  12, 1989,  the  ARB  approved  a 
Suggested  Control  Measure  (SCM)  for 
the  architectural  coatings  category.  The 
SCM  was  developed  by  the  California 
Technical  Reviw  Group  (TRG)*  with 
close  cooperation  with  the  paints  and 
coatings  industry®  and  was  intended  to 


'  Upon  the  date  of  enactment  of  the  amendments, 
the  designation  of  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  as 
nonattainment  continued  under  section  107ld]  and 
the  area  was  classified  by  operation  of  law, 
pursuant  to  section  181(a).  See  56  FR  56694 
(November  6, 1991). 

®  The  Bay  Area  AQMD  includes  the  counties  of 
Alameda.  Contra  Costa.  Marin.  Napa.  San 
Francisco.  San  Mateo,  and  those  portions  of  the 
counties  of  Solano  and  Sonoma  as  defined  in  40 
CFR  01.21. 

’  EPA  has  since  adopted  completeness  criteria 
pursuant  to  section  110(k)(l)(A)  of  the  amended  Act. 
See  56  FR  42216  (August  26. 1991).  These  will 
replace  the  completeness  criteria  currently  set  forth 
in  40  CFR  part  51.  appendix  V. 

*  Architectural  coatings  include  but  are  not 
limited  to:  Ordinary  house  and  trim  paints,  lacquers, 
varnishes,  concrete  curing  compounds,  industrial 
maintenance  coatings,  stains,  primers,  sealers, 
undercoaters.  roof  coatings,  traffic  coatings,  and 
waterproof  sealers. 

^  The  TRG  is  a  statewide  regulatory  workgroup 
comprised  of  representatives  from  the  Air 
Resources  Board,  various  California  air  pollution 
control  districts,  and  the  EPA.  In  California,  the 
TRG  has  been  instrumental  in  assisting  the  ARB 
and  various  air  pollution  control  districts  with  the 
development  of  control  strategies  which  represent 
RACT  for  a  variety  of  pollutants,  including  various 
VOC  categories.  On  May  24. 1989,  the  TRG 


serve  as  a  model  architectural  coatings 
rule  for  ozone  nonattainment  areas  (e.g., 
the  Bay  Area  AQMD)  in  California.  The 
SCM  built  upon  previous  architectural 
coating  model  rules  adopted  by  ARB  in 
1977  and  1985.  EPA  supported  the  ARB's 
and  TRG's  adoption  of  the  SCM  and  the 
Bay  Area  AQMD’s  adoption  of  reg  8-3 
and  reg  8-48^  as  demonstrating  progress 
toward  attainment  of  the  National 
Ambient  Air  Quality  Standard  for  ozone 
and  as  representing  controls  which  are 
technically  and  economically  feasible.® 
Reg  8-3  and  reg  8-48  are  modeled  after 
the  SCM.  However,  the  Bay  Area 
AQWD  chose  not  to  submit  for  SIP 
approval  the  future  effective  limits  for 
twelve  coating  categories  in  reg  0-3  and 
reg  8-48."  Therefore,  the  submitted  rules 
are  not  consistent  with  the  SCM  for 
eleven  of  the  twelve  coating  categories 
previously  mentioned.  The  following  is 
EPA’s  evaluation  for  reg  8-3  and  reg  0- 
48. 

EPA  Evaluation 

In  determining  the  approvability  of  a 
VOC  rule,  EPA  must  evaluate  the  rule 
for  consistency  with  the  requirements  of 
the  CAA  and  EPA  regulations,  as  found 
in  section  110  and  part  D  of  the  CAA,  40 
CFR  part  51  (Requirements  for 
Preparation,  Adoption,  and  Submittal  of 
Implementation  Plans).  The  EPA 
interpretation  of  these  requirements, 
which  form  the  basis  for  today’s  action, 
appears  in  the  various  EPA  policy 


approved  the  Suggested  Control  Measure  adopted 
by  ARB  making  in  the  "Air  Resources  Board — 
California  Air  Pollution  Control  Officers 
Association  Suggested  Control  Measure  for 
Architectural  Coatings.” 

*  Bay  Area  Reg  8-3  and  Reg  8-48  are  currently 
being  challenged  in  the  California  courts  by  a  group 
of  paint  manufacturers,  retailers,  and  contractors. 
On  September  20, 1991.  the  Superior  Court  of 
California  for  the  County  of  San  Francisco  issued  a 
writ  of  mandate  ordering  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  to 
set  aside  the  regulations  as  of  January  1, 1992,  or  re¬ 
adopt  them  (or  adopt  new  regulations)  after 
complying  with  the  California  Environmental 
Quality  Act.  Dunn-Edwards  Corp.  v.  Bay  Area 
AQMD.  No.  930626  (Cal.  Super.  Ct.  S.F.).  On 
September  30. 1991.  the  Bay  Area  AQMD  filed  an 
appeal.  Dunn-Edwards  Corp.  v.  Bay  Area  AQMD. 
No.  A055155  (Cal  Ct.  App.,  1st  Appl.  Dist.).  The 
appeal  is  pending. 

'  Regulation  8.  rule  48  is  a  result  of  moving  the 
Industrial  Maintenance  Coating  category  out  of 
regulation  8,  rule  3,  to  provide  greater  clarity  and 
definition  while  remaining  consistent  with  the 
Architectural  Coatings,  SCM. 

*  EPA  has  not  developed  a  Control  Techniques 
Guideline  (CTG)  for  architectural  coatings.  As 
required  under  section  183(e)  of  the  CAA,  EPA  is 
investigating  the  development  of  a  CTG  or 
regulations  for  consumer  and  commercial  products, 
which  will  include  paints,  coatings,  and  solvents 
(e.g.,  architectural  coatings). 

*  The  twelve  categories  include  the  following 
coatings  in  Reg.  8-3:  Below-ground  wood 
preservatives,  bond  breakers,  lacquers,  sanding 
sealers,  magnesite  cement  coatings,  multi-color 
coatings,  swimming  pool  coatings,  and  swimming 


guidance  documents.*®  Among  those 
provisions  is  the  requirement  that  a 
VOC  rule  must,  at  a  minimum,  provide 
for  the  implementation  of  Reasonably 
Available  Control  Technology  (RACT) 
for  major  stationary  sources  of  VOC 
emissions.  This  requirement  was  carried 
forth  from  the  pre-amended  Act. 

For  the  purpose  of  assisting  states  and 
local  agencies  in  developing  RACT 
rules,  EPA  has  prepared  a  series  of  CTG 
documents  which  specify  the  minimum 
requirements  that  a  rule  must  contain  in 
order  to  be  approved  into  the  SIP.  The 
CTGs  are  based  on  the  underlying 
requirements  of  the  Act  and  specify  the 
presumptive  norms  for  what  is  RACT  for 
specific  source  categories.  There  is  not  a 
CTG  applicable  to  Bay  Area  AQMD  reg 
8-3  or  8-48  at  this  time  (see  footnote  8). 

For  the  purposes  of  meeting  the 
requirements  of  part  D,  EPA  reviewed 
this  submittal  against  current  SIP  limits 
and  EPA  policies  as  described  in  the 
previous  paragraph.  Overall,  the 
requirements  of  reg  8-3  and  reg  8-48 
meet  or  exceed  the  current  SIP 
requirements  for  reg  8-3. 

EPA  has  evaluated  the  submitted  rule 
for  consistency  with  EPA  requirements. 
The  rule  will  achieve  VOC  reductions 
from:  Amended  definitions  and 
additional  administrative  requirements: 
new  emission  limits  for  previously 
exempt  specialty  coatings:  and  revised 
emission  limits  for  several  specialty 
coating  categories.  The  revisions 
include: 

•  Approximately  twenty  new  or 
revised  definitions  which  further  clarify 
the  applicable  coating  categories  and 
delete  non-substantive  verbiage: 

•  New  VOC  content  limits  for 
approximately  eighteen  specialty 
categories  and  elimination  of  Bve 
specialty  categories  through 
consolidation  with  other  categories:  and 


pool  repair  and  maintenance  coatings;  and  the 
following  coatings  in  reg.  8-48:  High  temperature 
industrial  maintenance  coatings,  industrial 
maintenance  anti-graffiti  coatings,  industrial 
maintenance  coatings,  and  pre-treatment  wash 
primer  (also  in  reg  8-3).  With  the  exception  of  the 
lacquer  limit,  the  submitted  limits  for  the 
aforementioned  coatings  are  not  consistent  with  the 
SCM. 

Among  other  things,  the  pre-amendment 
guidance  consists  of  those  portions  of  the  proposed 
Post-1987  ozone  and  carbon  monoxide  policy  that 
concern  RACT,  52  FR  45044  (November  24. 1987): 
"Issues  Relating  to  VOC  Regulation  Cutpoints. 
Deficiencies  and  Deviations,  Clarification  to 
appendix  D  of  November  24, 1987  Federal  Register" 
(Blue  Book)  (notice  of  availability  was  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  May  25. 1988);  and  the 
existing  control  technique  guidelines  (CTGs).  In 
general,  these  guidance  documents  have  been  set 
forth  to  ensure  that  VOC  rules  are  fully  enforceable 
and  strengthen  or  maintain  the  SIP. 
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•  The  elieiinaUon  of  one  and  addition 
of  eight  administrative  requirements. 

For  a  detailed  description  of  die 
revision,  readers  should  contact  the 
individual  listed  previously  in  this 
notice.  In  summary,  the  revisions 
strengthen  the  Hmits  in  and  improve  the 
enforceability  o(  the  current  SIP  rule. 
Thus  reg  S-3  and  reg  6-48  should  be 
approved  in  order  to  strengthen  the  SIP. 

EPA  Proposed  Action 

EPA  has  evaluated  Bay  Area  AC^iD 
reg  6-3  and  reg  6-46  fo^  consistency 
with  the  CAA,  EPA  relations  and  EPA 
policy.  Therefore.  Bay  Area  AC^4D  reg 
8-3  and  reg  6-46  are  being  proposed  fmr 
approval  under  section  110(k)(3)  of  the 
CAA  as  meeting  the  requirements  of 
section  110(a)  and  part  D. 

Nothing  in  this  action  should  be 
construed  as  permitting  or  allowing  or 
establishing  a  precedent  for  any  future 
request  for  revision  to  any  state 
implementation  plan.  Each  request  for 
revision  to  the  state  implementation 
plan  shall  be  considered  separately  in 
light  of  specific  tecimicat.  economic,  and 
environmental  factors  and  in  relation  to 
relevjuit  statutory  and  regulatory 
requirements. 

Regulatory  Process 

Under  5  U.S.C.  section  605(b).  I  certify 
that  this  SIP  revision  will  not  have  a 
significant  economic  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 

(See  46  FR  6709.) 

This  action  has  been  classified  as  a 
Table  2  action  by  the  Regional 
Administrator  under  the  procedures 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  on 
January  19, 1900  (54  FR  2214-^225).  On 
January  6, 1989,  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  waived 
Table  2  and  Table  3  SIP  revisions  (54  FR 
2222)  from  the  requirements  of  section  3 
of  Executive  Order  12291  for  a  period  of 
two  years.  EPA  has  submitted  a  request 
for  a  permanent  waiver  for  Table  2  and 
Table  3  SIP  revisions.  The  OMB  has 
agreed  to  continue  the  temporary  waiver 
until  such  time  as  it  rules  on  EPA's 
request. 

list  of  Subjects  in  40  CFR  Part  52 

Air  pollutioD  control  Ozone, 
Hydrocarbons,  Intergovernmental 
relations.  Reporting  and  recordkeeping 
requirements. 

Authority:  42  USX.  7401-7671q. 

Dated:  March  13. 1992. 

John  Wise, 

Acting  Regional  Adntmisliator. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6543  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BUJJMO  CODE  6S60-S0-M 


FEDERAL  COMMUMICATICNtS 
COMMISStON 

47  CFR  Part  73 

(MM  Docket  No.  92-47,  RM-7929} 

Televiaion  Broadcasting  Services; 
DeMingham  and  Anacortes,  WA 

agency:  Federal  Communications 
Commission. 

action:  Proposed  rule. 

summary:  The  Commission  requests 
comments  on  a  petition  by  Prism 
Broadcasting  Company,  Inc.,  seeking  the 
realiotment  of  vacant  UHF  tdevision 
Channel  24  in  Keu  of  Channel  64  at 
Bellingham,  Washington,  the 
modification  of  Station  KBCB(TV)'s 
construction  permit  accordingly,  and  the 
reallotment  of  Channel  64  in  lieu  of 
Channel  24  at  Anacortes,  Washington. 
Channel  24  can  be  allotted  to 
Bellingham  and  Channel  64  to 
Anacortes,  in  compliance  with  the 
Commission's  minimum  distance 
separation  requirements.  The 
coordinates  for  Channel  24  at 
Bellingham  are  North  Latitude  46-40-48 
and  West  Longitude  122-50-23.  The 
coordinates  for  Channel  64  at  Anacortes 
are  North  Latitude  48-30-06  and  West 
Longitude  122-%-36.  We  will  not  accept 
competing  expressions  of  interest  in  the 
use  of  television  Channel  24  at 
Bellingham.  See  also  Supplementary 
Information,  infra. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  filed  on  or 
before  May  4. 1992,  and  reply  comment 
on  or  before  May  19, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Federal  Communications 
Commission.  Washington,  DC  20554.  In 
addition  to  filing  comments  with  the 
FCC.  interested  parties  should  serve  the 
petitkmer.  or  its  counsel  or  consultant, 
as  follows:  Garry  Spire,  Esq.,  suite  104. 
23642  Calabasas  Road,  Calabasas. 
California  91302  (Counsel  for  Petitioner). 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Sharon  P.  McDonald.  Mass  Media 
Bureau.  (202) 634-6530. 

SUPPtEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This  is  a 
synopsis  of  the  Commission's  notice  of 
proposed  rule  making.  MM  Docket  No. 
92-47,  adopted  March  5. 1992,  and 
released  March  13, 1992.  The  full  text  of 
this  Commission  decision  is  available 
for  inspection  and  copying  during 
normal  business  hours  in  the  FCC 
Dockets  Branch  (room  230).  1919  M 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC.  The 
complete  text  of  this  decision  may  also 
be  purchased  from  the  Commission’s 
copy  contractor.  Downtown  Copy 
Center  (202)  452-1422. 1714  21st  Street. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 


Since  Anacortes  and  Bellingham  are 
located  within  400  kilometers  (2S0  miles) 
of  the  US.-Ca[tadian  border, 
concurrence  the  Canadian 
government  has  been  requested. 

Provisions  of  the  Regualtory 
Flexibility  Act  of  1980  do  not  apply  to 
this  proceeding. 

Members  of  the  public  should  note 
that  from  the  time  a  Notice  Proposed 
Rule  Making  is  issued  until  the  matter  i^ 
no  longer  subject  to  Commis^n 
consideration  or  court  review,  all  ex 
parte  contacts  are  prohibited  in 
Commission  proceedings,  such  as  this 
one.  wdiich  involve  channel  allotments. 
See  47  CFR  1.1204(b)  for  rules  governing 
permissible  ex  parte  contacts. 

For  information  regarding  proper  filing 
procedures  for  comments,  see  47  CFR 
1.415  and  1.420. 

List  of  Subjects  m  47  CFR  Part  73 

Radio  broadcasting. 

Television  Federal  Communications 

Commission 

Michael  C.  Ruger. 

Acting  Chief  AUocatioas  Branch  Policy  and 
Rules  Dtvision.^  Mass  Media  Bureau. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6457  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
MLUHQ  CODE  tm-SI-N 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
Fieh  and  WUdHfe  Service 
SO  CFR  Part  17 
RIN  1018-AB10 

Captive-bred  Wildlife  Regulation 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notke  of  extension  of  comment 
period  and  of  public  meeting. 

SUMMARY:  On  January  7. 1992,  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  S^ice  (Service)  published 
a  notice  of  intent  to  propose  a  rule 
concerning  regulation  of  captive-bred 
specimens  of  non-native  species  (57  FR 
548).  The  comment  period  for  that  notice 
closed  on  March  9. 1992.  At  this  time, 
the  Service  wishes  to  reopen  the  period 
for  public  comment.  Also,  the  Service 
announces  a  public  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  examining  the  issue, 
answering  questions  and  receiving 
comments. 

DATES:  The  public  meeting  will  be  held 
from  1-3:30  p.m.  Wednesday,  April  1. 
1992.  The  Service  wilt  consider  alt 
written  comments  on  the  notice  of  intent 
that  are  received  by  dose  of  business  on 
April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  comments  to  the  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Office  of 
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Management  Authority,  4401  N.  Fairfax 
Drive.  Room  432,  Arlington,  VA  22203. 

The  meeting  will  be  in  room  200, 
Arlington  Square  Building.  4401  N. 

Fairfax  Drive,  Arlington,  Virginia. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Marshall  P.  Jones  or  Richard  K. 

Robinson  at  the  above  address  or  call 
(703)  358-2093. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973,  as 
amended  (16  U.S.C.  1531  et  seq.] 
prohibits  any  person  subject  to  the 
jurisdiction  of  the  United  States  from 
conducting  certain  activities  with  any 
endangered  or  threatened  species  of  fish 
or  wildlife.  The  Service  has  been 
striving  to  achieve  an  appropriate 
degree  of  control  over  prohibited 
activities  involving  living  wildlife  of 
non-native  species  bom  in  captivity  in 
the  United  States.  Twelve  years  ago,  the 
Service  issued  proposed  and  Hnal  rules 
to  address  the  issue  (44  FR  3CX)44,  May 
23, 1979,  and  44  FR  54002,  September  17, 
1979).  The  Service  believes  that  this 
regulation,  as  currently  implemented, 
amy  impose  a  substantial  paperwork 
burden  on  the  public  as  well  as  on  the 
Service  without  contributing 
appreciably  to  the  conservation  of  many 
affected  species.  Therefore,  the  Service 
is  conducting  a  review  of  the  system  to 
determine  whether  changes  are  needed, 
and  if  so,  what  those  changes  should  be. 

Several  alternative  approaches, 
including  no  change,  were  outlined  in 
the  January  7  notice. 

Public  Comments  Solicited 

Comments,  suggested  alternatives  not 
discussed  in  the  January  7, 1992  notice 
(57  FR  548),  or  any  germane  information 
or  statistics  are  hereby  solicited. 

Author 

The  primary  author  of  this  notice  is 
Richard  K.  Robinson,  U.S.  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service,  Office  of  Management 
Authority,  4401  N.  Fairfax  Drive,  room 
432,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  This 
notice  is  issued  under  authority  of  the 
Endangered  Species  Act,  16  U.S.C.  1531- 
44. 

Dated:  February  27, 1992. 

Richard  N.  Smith, 

Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-^32  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BIlUNO  code  4310-SS-M 


50  CFR  Part  17 

RIN  1018-AB42 

Endangered  and  Threatened  Wildlife 
and  Plants;  Reopening  of  Comment 
Period  on  Proposed  Endangered 
Status  for  Certain  Populations  of  the 
African  Elephant  and  Revision  of 
Special  Rule 

AGENCY:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Proposed  rule;  notice  of 
reopening  of  comment  period;  notice  of 
extension  of  6-month  statutory  deadline. 

SUMMARY:  The  Service  announces  that 
the  comment  period  on  the  proposed 
rule  to  change  the  status  for  some 
populations  of  the  African  elephant  has 
been  reopened.  This  will  allow  all 
pertinent  information  obtained  at  the 
Eighth  Conference  of  the  Parties  to  the 
Convention  on  International  Trade  in 
Endangered  Species  of  Wild  Fauna  and 
Flora  (CITES)  at  Kyoto,  Japan,  on  March 
2-March  13, 1992,  to  be  considered  in 
the  development  of  a  final  decision.  In 
addition,  the  Service  has  extended  the 
statutory,  deadline  for  completing  this 
rulemaking  process  by  6  months,  based 
on  its  finding  that  substantial 
disagreement  exists  on  the  sufficiency  or 
accuracy  of  the  best  available  scientific 
and  commercial  information  pertaining 
to  the  reclassification  proposal. 

DATES:  All  comments  and  information 
received  through  April  20, 1992,  will  be 
considered  in  making  a  final  decision  on 
the  proposal  and  will  be  included  in  the 
administrative  record. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  and 
materials  concerning  the  proposed  rule 
should  be  sent  to  the  Chief,  OfHce  of 
Scientific  Authority;  Mail  Stop: 

Arlington  Square,  Room  725;  U.S.  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service;  Washington,  DC 
20240  (FAX  number  703-358-2276). 
Express  and  messenger-delivered  mail 
should  be  addressed  to  the  Office  of 
Scientific  Authority;  Room  750,  4401 
North  Fairfax  Drive;  Arlington,  Virginia 
22203.  Comments  and  materials  received 
will  be  available  for  public  inspection, 
by  appointment,  from  8  a.m.  to  4  p.m. 
Monday  through  Friday,  at  the 
Arlington,  Virginia,  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dr.  John  L  Oldemeyer,  Office  of 
Scientific  Authority,  at  the  above 
address,  or  by  phone  (703-358-1708  or 
FTS  921-1708). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  (Service),  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  March  18, 1991,  (56 
FR  11392-11401),  issued  a  notice 
proposing  to  reclassify  most  populations 
of  the  African  elephant  [Loxodonta 


african)  from  threatened  to  endangered 
status.  The  proposal  would  classify  all 
African  elephants  (including  their  parts 
and  products)  as  endanger^  wherever 
found  except  in  Botswana,  Zinbabwe, 
and  South  Africa,  where  they  would 
remain  listed  as  threatened.  The  Service 
at  that  time  also  (1)  withdrew  its  May  5, 
1989,  proposal  (54  FR  19418-19421)  to 
amend  its  regulations  found  in  50  CFR 
14.91, 14.92, 17.3  and  the  African 
elephant  special  rule  found  in  50  CFR 
17.40(e);  and  proposed  to  (2)  amend  the 
regulations  found  in  50  CFR  17.21;  and 
(3)  revise  the  African  elephant  special 
rule  found  in  50  CFR  17.40(e).  The 
Service,  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
January  8, 1992  (57  FR  658-659),  had 
extended  the  comment  period  through 
January  24, 1992.  The  present  notice 
further  extends  the  comment  period 
through  April  20, 1992. 

The  CU  ES  Conference  was  attended 
by  credentialed  delegates  from  over  100 
nations  to  determine  proposals  on 
species  status  and  to  make 
recommendations  on  management 
policies  about  trade  in  species  of  fauna 
and  flora.  The  African  elephant,  which 
was  the  subject  of  two  specific 
downlisting  proposals  (from  CITES 
appendix  I  to  appendix  II]  was  a  major 
discussion  topic  at  the  Conference. 
Although  the  downlisting  proposals 
were  eventually  withdrawn  by  the 
proponents  after  extensive  debate 
among  the  delegations,  new 
management  and  biological  information 
was  presented  that  illustrates  the  need 
for  further  scientific  review. 
Incorporating  information  obtained  at 
the  CITES  Conference  will  help  ensure 
that  the  final  rule  will  be  as  biologically 
accurate  as  possible. 

During  the  Conference  of  the  Parties, 
numerous  expert  scientific  opinions 
were  exchanged  among  the  party 
countries  and  non-govemmental 
organizations  (NGO’s).  The  Service  has 
received  the  Panel  of  Experts  reports  on 
the  various  elephant  populations 
covered  by  the  downlisting  proposals. 
The  Service  was  also  informed  of  range 
state  management  opinions,  a  report 
prepared  by  the  Environmental 
Investigation  Agency,  and  the  expert 
judgments  of  Iain  Douglas-Hamilton 
(Commission  of  the  European 
Communities,  Nairobi,  Kenya)  and 
experts  affiliated  with  other  NGO’s.  The 
various  expert  opinions  pointed  to 
contradictory  positions  on  the 
assessment  of  threats  posed  to  the 
populations  under  review.  In  light  of  this 
new  information  and  recent  scientific 
analysis,  the  Service  finds  that  there  is 
substantial  disagreement  among 
biological  experts  as  to  the  sufficiency 
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or  accuracy  of  data  pertaining  to  the 
pending  reclassification  proposal. 
Therefore,  under  authority  of  section 
4(b)(6)(B](i)  of  the  Endangered  Species 
Act,  the  12-month  statutory  period  for 
completing  the  decision-making  process 
on  this  reclassiHcation  proposal  is 
extended  for  6  months  in  order  to  further 
assess,  as  well  as  to  receive  additional, 
scientific  data. 

The  Service  intends  that  the  final  rule 
developed  for  the  African  elephant  will 
be  accurate  and  as  effective  as  possible 


in  the  conservation  of  the  species. 
Therefore,  comments,  suggestions,  and 
information  concerning  any  aspect  of 
the  proposed  rule  are  hereby  solicited 
from  the  public,  concerned 
governmental  agencies  within  the 
United  States,  African  range  states, 
other  interested  coimtries,  the  scientific 
community,  industry,  private  interests, 
and  other  parties. 

Authority:  16  U.S.C.  1361-1407;  16  U.S.C. 
1531-1544: 16  U.S.C.  4201-4245;  Pub.  L  90- 
625, 100  Stat.  3500;  unless  otherwise  noted. 


Lists  of  Subjects  in  50  CFR  Part  17 

Endangered  and  threatened  species. 
Exports,  Imports,  Reporting  and 
recordkeeping  requirements,  and 
Transportation. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

)ohn  F.  Turner, 

Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-^23  Filed  3-18-92;  9:25  am] 
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ACTION 

Foster  Grandparent  and  Senior 
Companion  Programs 

agency:  Action. 

action:  Notice  of  revision  of  income 
eligibility  levels  for  the  Foster 
Grandparent  Program  and  Senior 
Companion  Program. 


SUMMARY:  This  Notice  revises  the 
schedules  of  income  eligibility  levels  for 
participation  in  the  Foster  Grandparent 
Program  (FGP)  and  Senior  Companion 
Program  (SCPj,  published  in  56  FR  11984, 
March  21, 1991  and  56  FR  41117,  August 
19, 1991.  Because  data  used  for 
determining  FGP  and  SCP  income 
eligibility  levels  is  available  at  different 
times  during  the  year,  ACTION  has 
determined  that  it  will  issue  these 
guidelines  twice  a  year  so  as  to  reflect 
the  most  current  information  and  to 
assure  the  widest  base  of  potential 
applicants. 

The  revised  schedules  are  based  on 
changes  in  the  Poverty  Income 
Guidelines  from  the  Department  of 
Health  and  Human  Services  (DHHS), 
published  in  57  FR  5455,  February  14, 
1992  and  Supplemental  Security  Income 


(SSI]  guidelines  disseminated  by  the 
Social  Security  Administration  in  July 
1991.  This  revision  adopts  as  the  income 
eligibility  level  for  each  State  the  higher 
amount  of  either:  (a]  125  percent  of  the 
DHHS  Poverty  Income  Guidelines,  or  (b) 
100  percent  of  the  DHHS  Poverty 
Income  Guidelines,  plus  the  1991  amount 
each  State  supplemented  Federal  SSI, 
rounded  to  the  next  highest  multiple  of 
$5.00. 

When  the  Social  Security 
Administration  disseminates  the  1992 
State  supplements  to  the  Federal  SSI, 
ACTION  will  revise  its  income 
eligibility  guidelines  for  those  States 
with  SSI  supplements  above  125  percent 
of  the  DHHS  Poverty  Income  Guidelines. 

Schedule  of  Income  Eligibility  Levels: 
Foster  Grandparent  and  Senior 
Companion  Programs 


1992  FGP/SCP  Income  Eligibility  Levels  for  All  States  (and  Hawaii),  Except  Alaska,  California,  Colorado,  Connecticut 

(Based  on  125  Percent  of  DHHS  Poverty  Income  Guideunes) 


Household  Units  of 

States 

One 

Two 

Three 

^  Four 

Five 

Six  ' 

Seven 

)  Eight 

All . . . . . 

$8,515 

$11,490 

$14,465 

$17,440 

$20,415 

$23,390 

$26,365 

1 

1  $29,340 

Hawaii . . . . . . . . . 

1  9,790 

13,215 

16,640 

20,065 

23,490 

26,915 

30,340 

33,765 

(For  household  units  with  more  than  Below  are  adjusted  income  eligibility  1992  Poverty  Income  Guidelines, 

eight  members,  add  $2,975  in  all  States  levels,  which  reflect  either  1991  SSI  whichever  is  higher, 

and  $3,425  in  Hawaii  for  each  additional  supplements  or  125  percent  of  the  DHHS 
member.) 

FGP/SCP  Income  Eligibility  Levels  for  the  Following  SSI-Adjusted  States 


Household  Units  of 


States 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Seven 

Eight 

Alaska . . . . . 

■Pll 

$17,230 

$20,050 

$22,870 

$25,690 

$29J250 

$32,975 

$36,70 

California . .  . 

17JJ00 

19,460 

21,720 

23,980 

26.240 

28,500 

30.76 

Colorado . 

12,410 

14,670 

17,440 

20,415 

23,390 

26,365 

29,34 

Connecticut . 

10,930 

15.145 

17,405 

19,665 

21.925 

24,185 

26,445 

29.34 

(For  household  units  with  more  than 
eight  members,  add  $3,725  in  Alaska, 
add  $2,260  in  California,  and  add  $2,975 
in  Connecticut  and  Colorado  for  each 
additional  member.) 


Any  person  whose  income  is  not  more 
than  100  percent  of  the  DHHS  Poverty 
Income  Guideline  for  her/his  specific 
household  unit  shall  be  given  special 
consideration  for  participation  in  the 
Foster  Grandparent  and  Senior 


Companion  Programs.  The  revised 
income  eligibility  levels  presented  here 
are  calculated  from  the  base  DHHS 
Poverty  Income  Guidelines  now  in 
effect. 


mu 
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1992  DHHS  Poverty  Income  Guidelines  for  All  States 


Housettold  Units  of 


States 

One 

Two 

Three 

Four 

Five 

Six 

Seven 

Eight 

$6,610 

8.500 

$9,190 

11,480 

$11,570 

$13,950 

$16,330 

$18,710 

$21,090 

$23,470 

14,460 

17,440 

20,420 

23,400 

26,380 

29,360 

7,830 

10,570 

13,310 

16,050 

18,790 

21,530 

24,270 

27,010 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Rey  Tejada,  Program  Officer,  Foster 
Grandparent  Program,  1100  Vermont 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20525  or 
Telephone  (202)  606-4849. 

Thomas  E.  Endres,  Program  Officer, 
Senior  Companion  Program,  1100 
Vermont  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20525  or  Telephone  (202)  606-^851. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  These 
ACTION  programs  are  authorized 
pursuant  to  section  211  and  213  of  the 
Domestic  Volunteer  Service  Act  of  1973, 
as  amended.  Public  Law  93-113,  87  Stat. 
394.  The  income  eligibility  levels  are 
determined  by  the  currently  applicable 
guidelines  published  by  DHHS  pursuant 
to  sections  652  and  673(2]  of  the 
Omnibus  Budget  Reconciliation  Act  of 
1981  which  requires  poverty  guidelines 
to  be  adjusted  for  Consumer  Price  Index 
changes. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

)ane  A.  Kenny, 

Director  of  ACTION. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6547  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am) 

nUJNO  CODE  6050-2S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Forest  Service 

Boundary  Modification,  Roosevelt 
National  Forest,  Colorado 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice  of  boundary 
modiHcation. 

summary:  The  Secretary  of  Agriculture 
has  modified  the  boundary  in  response 
to  a  Public  Law  enacted  on  November 
29, 1989,  which  authorizes  the  National 
Park  Service  to  acquire  three  non- 
Federal  ownerships  located  within  the 
boundaries  of  the  Roosevelt  National 
Forest.  Upon  completion  of  each 
acquisition,  the  Secretary  of  the  Interior 
is  directed  to  modify  the  boundary  of 
Rocky  Mountain  National  Park,  and  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture  is  directed  to 
correspondingly  modify  the  boundary  of 
the  Roosevelt  National  Forest.  The 
National  Park  Service  has  completed 
acquisition  of  two  of  the  three  parcels 
referred  to  in  the  Act  and  has  requested 


that  the  Forest  boundary  be  modified 
accordingly.  Efforts  to  acquire  the  third 
parcel  have  begun,  but  consummation  is 
estimated  to  be  two  to  three  years  in  the 
future,  when  a  second  boundary 
modification  will  be  necessary. 

DATES:  This  boundary  modification  is 
effective  November  22, 1991. 

ADDRESSES:  Copies  of  a  map  showing 
the  proposed  additions  are  on  file  and 
available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  the  Chief  of  the  Forest  Service, 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Washington, 
DC  20090-6090. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Dave  M.  Sherman,  Lands  Staff,  4  South, 
Forest  Service,  USDA,  P.O.  Box  96090, 
Washington,  DC  20090-6090  (202)  205- 
1362. 

Dated:  March  6. 1992. 

George  M.  Leonard. 

Associate  Chief 

Boundary  ModiHcation  on  the  Roosevelt 
National  Forest 

Pursuant  to  authority  vested  in  me  by 
Section  1(b)  of  the  Act  of  November  29, 
1989  (103  Stat.  1700. 16  USC  192b-10). 
the  boundary  of  the  Roosevelt  National 
Forest  is  hereby  modified  to  exclude  the 
following  lands: 

T.  4N..  R.73W.,  6th  P.M..  Larimer  County, 
Colorado 

Sec.  10.  W%  SEy4: 

Sec.  14,  That  part  of  the  SEV*  NWVi  and 
SWV4  lying  west  of  the  westerly  right-of- 
way  line  of  Colorado  Highway  No.  7: 
Sec.  15.  NEy4.  SEy4; 

Sec.  23,  That  part  of  the  NWy4  NWy4  lying 
west  of  the  westerly  right-of-way  line  of 
Colorado  Highway  No.  7. 

Dated:  November  22, 1991. 

Edward  Madigan 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6503  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  3410-1 1-M 


Santa  Fe  Ski  Area  EIS,  Ski  Area 
Improvements  and  Expansion 
Analysis,  Santa  Fe  National  Forest; 
Santa  Fe  County,  NM 

AGENCY:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
ACTION:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 


summary:  The  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
will  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (EIS)  to  disclose  effects  of 
alternative  plans  for  upgrading  and/or 
expansion  of  recreational  facilities  at 
the  Santa  Fe  Ski  Area,  which  is  on  the 
Santa  Fe  National  Forest  and  operated 
under  a  Forest  Service  special  use 
permit. 

DATES:  Written  comments  concerning 
the  scope  of  the  analysis,  the  issues,  or 
the  alternatives  should  be  received  on  or 
before  April  30, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to 
Lori  D.  Osterstock,  District  Ranger,  P.O. 
Drawer  R,  Espanola,  NM  87532. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Corey  Wong.  Project  Coordinator, 
Espanola  Ranger  District.  (505)  753-7331. 

RESPONSIBLE  OFFICIAL:  Alan  S.  Defier, 
Forest  Supervisor,  Santa  Fe  National 
Forest. 

supplementary  information:  Special 
Use  Permittee  Santa  Fe  Ski  Company 
has  proposed  to  amend  their  Master 
Development  Plan  for  the  Santa  Fe  Ski 
Area.  The  Santa  Fe  Ski  Company 
proposes  additional  developments  at  the 
Santa  Fe  Ski  Area  and  also  proposes 
development  on  public  land  adjacent  to 
the  Ski  Area.  The  project  area 
encompasses  portions  of  the  Rio  en 
Medio  and  Tesuque  Creek  watersheds, 
located  at  the  end  of  the  Hyde  Park 
Road  (NM  475),  16  miles  from  the  City  of 
Santa  Fe.  The  Tesuque  Creek  watershed 
area  includes  the  Santa  Fe  Ski 
Company’s  Big  Tesuque  expansion 
proposal,  a  controversial  part  of  the 
project. 

The  scope  of  the  proposal  includes 
expanding  the  Ski  Area  in  size  by 
adding  (to  the  existing  588  acres)  75 
acres  in  the  Ravens  Ridge  area  and  340 
acres  in  the  Big  Tesuque  area;  removing 
one  surface  tow;  adding  3  lifts  and  one 
surface  tow;  clearing  42  acres  for  ski 
runs;  thinning  81  acres  for  tree  skiing; 
replacing  a  mid-mountain  restaurant; 
expanding  the  base  lodge;  adding  a 
building  at  the  base  for  skier  and 
employee  use;  adding  50  acres  of 
snowmaking  within  the  Rio  en  Medio 
watershed  and  2  acres  within  the 
Tesuque  Creek  watershed;  expanding 
one  small  parking  lot  and  creating  2  new 
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parking  lots,  totalling  750  new  spaces; 
increasing  skier  capacity  from  4,100  to 
6,000  skiers  at  one  time  (SAOT);  and 
providing  a  summertime  mountain 
bicycling  and  hiking  trail  system. 
Implementation  could  begin  in  summer 
1993  and  would  continue  for  about  ten 
years. 

The  proposed  project  will  be  in 
compliance  with  the  Forest  Plan  which 
provides  the  overall  guidance  for 
management  of  the  area.  Ski  area 
expansion  is  an  appropriate  use  of  the 
areas  around  the  existing  Santa  Fe  Ski 
Area.  The  site-specific  environmental 
analysis  provided  by  the  Ski  Area  EIS 
will  assist  the  Forest  Supervisor  in 
determining  which  improvements  are 
needed  to  meet  the  following  objectives: 
Accommodate  predicted  short-  and 
long-term  demand  for  skiing;  continue 
the  supply  of  high  quality  recreational 
opportunities;  maintain  the 
attractiveness  and  viability  of  the 
permittee’s  operation;  and,  sustain  the 
resource  uses  and  amenity  values  which 
the  local  Santa  Fe  community  and  many 
visitors  depend  on  and  enjoy. 

Alternative  development  plans  will  be 
carefully  examined  for  their  potential 
impacts  on  the  physical,  biological,  and 
social  environments  so  their  tradeoffs 
are  apparent  to  the  public  and  the  Forest 
Supervisor. 

Public  participation  will  be  fully 
incorporated  into  preparation  of  the  EIS. 
The  first  step  is  the  scoping  process 
during  which  the  Forest  Service  seeks 
information,  comments,  and  assistance 
from  Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies, 
and  other  individuals  or  groups  who 
may  be  interested  or  affected  by  the 
proposed  action.  This  information  will 
be  used  in  preparing  the  EIS.  Scoping 
includes:  Inviting  participation, 
determining  the  project's  scope  and 
potential  issues,  and  eliminating  from 
detailed  study  those  issues  which  are 
not  significant.  The  public  is  also  invited 
to  participate  in  developing  alternatives, 
and  identifying  and  reviewing  the 
potential  environmental  effects  of  the 
proposed  action  and  its  alternatives. 

The  Santa  Fe  National  Forest,  as  the 
lead  agency,  began  the  scoping  process 
for  this  project  in  1988,  and  held  several 
public  meetings  in  1988  and  1989. 
Environmental  analysis  was  initiated 
during  that  period  with  the  development 
of  issues,  alternatives,  and  completion 
of  some  surveys.  There  was  an  almost 
two-year  break  in  the  environmental 
analysis  process  in  1990  and  1991. 

In  December  1991,  the  Santa  Fe 
National  Forest  began  supplementing 
the  scoping  process  via  a  letter,  media 
coverage,  and  open  houses  held  in 
January  1992.  Comments  on  the  issues 


and  alternatives  were  requested  with  an 
initial  March  2, 1992  deadline,  which 
was  extended  to  April  30, 1992.  Those 
people  that  have  submitted  comments 
do  not  need  to  resubmit  their  comments 
because  of  this  Federal  Register  notice. 

Preliminary  issues  include  the 
potential  effects  of  proposed  actions  on 
the  following  elements  of  the  biological, 
physical,  and  social  environments: 

Quality  of  and  capacity  for  downhill 
skiing;  four-season  recreational  resource 
opportunities  and  conflicts;  water 
quantity,  quality,  and  timing  of 
snowmelt;  Native  American  sacred 
areas;  parking,  trafHc,  and 
transportation  systems;  scenic  quality 
(views);  fish  and  wildlife  habitat;  noise 
levels;  air  quality;  Wilderness  resource 
values;  the  overall  quality  of  life  for 
local  residents;  jobs  and  personal 
income;  and  past  and  potential  future 
scientific  research  studies.  The  direct, 
indirect,  and  cumulative,  short-term,  and 
long-term  aspects  of  impacts  on 
National  Forest  lands  and  resources, 
and  those  of  connected  or  related  effects 
off-site,  will  be  fully  disclosed. 

Preliminary  alternatives  include  the 
applicant’s  proposal  (described  above] 
and  No  Action,  which  in  this  case  is  the 
continuing  current  administration  of  the 
ski  area.  Additional  preliminary 
alternatives  include:  Developments 
within  the  existing  permitted  boundary; 
developments  within  the  permitted 
boundary  plus  the  Ravens  Ridge 
expansion;  and  developments  within  the 
permitted  boundary  plus  the  Ravens 
Ridge  expansion  plus  a  475-acre 
expansion  into  the  Big  Tesuque  area 
with  cleared  ski  runs,  a  satellite  base 
lodge,  parking,  and  vehicular  access 
from  the  Aspen  Vista  Picnic  Area  along 
NM  475  (the  Hyde  Park  Road).  These 
alternatives  will  be  modified  after  the 
supplemental  scoping  period  to  ensure 
that  the  final  issues  are  addressed.  The 
Forest  Supervisor  will  be  presented  with 
a  wide  range  of  feasible  and  practical 
alternatives. 

Permits  and  licenses  required  to 
implement  the  proposed  action  will,  or 
may,  include  the  following:  Amended 
Special  Use  Permit  from  the  Forest 
Service;  consultation  with  U.S,  Fish  and 
Wildlife  Service  for  compliance  with 
section  7  of  the  Threatened  & 
Endangered  Species  Act;  review  from 
the  New  Mexico  Environment 
Department,  Department  of  Game  & 

Fish,  and  Energy,  Minerals,  and  Natural 
Resources  Department;  approval  from 
the  New  Mexico  Highway  and 
Transportation  Department  for  any  state 
highway  redesign  or  access 
improvement;  approval  from  the  New 
Mexico  State  Engineer  on  any  additional 


9685; 


water  rights  acquired;  clearance  from 
the  New  Mexico  State  Historic 
Preservation  Office;  and  various 
construction  permits  from  State 
agencies. 

The  Forest  Service  predicts  the  Draft 
EIS  will  be  filed  in  Fall  1992  and  the 
Final  EIS  in  Spring  1993. 

The  comment  period  on  the  Draft  EIS 
will  be  60  days  from  the  date  the 
Environmental  Protecticm  Agency 
publishes  the  notice  of  availability  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

The  Forest  Service  believes,  at  this 
early  stage,  it  is  important  to  give 
reviewers  notice  at  this  early  stage  of 
several  court  rulings  related  to  public 
participation  in  the  environmental 
review  process.  First,  reviewers  of  Draft 
EIS’s  must  structure  their  participation 
in  the  environmental  review  of  the 
proposal  so  that  it  is  meaningful  and 
alerts  an  agency  to  the  reviewer’s 
position  and  contentions,  Vermont 
Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Carp  v.  NRDC. 
435  U.S.,  519,  533  (1978).  Also, 
environmental  objections  that  could  be 
raised  at  the  Draft  EIS  stage  but  that  are 
not  raised  until  after  completion  of  the 
Final  EIS  may  be  waived  or  dismissed 
by  the  courts.  City  ofAngoon  v.  Hodel, 
803  F2d  1016m  1022  (9th  Cir,  1986),  and 
Wisconsin  Heritages,  Inc.  v.  Harris,  490 
F.  Supp.  1334, 1338  (E.D.  Wis  1980). 

Because  of  these  court  rulings,  it  is 
very  important  that  those  interested  in 
this  proposed  action  participate  by  the 
close  of  the  60  day  comment  period  so 
that  substantive  comments  and 
objections  are  made  available  to  the 
Forest  Service  at  a  time  when  it  can 
meaningfully  consider  them  and  respond 
to  them  in  the  Final  EIS. 

To  assist  the  Forest  Service  in 
identifying  and  considering  issues  and 
concerns  on  the  proposed  action, 
comments  on  the  Draft  EIS  should  be  as 
specific  as  possible.  It  is  also  helpful  if 
comments  refer  to  speciBc  pages  or 
chapters  of  the  Draft  EIS.  Comments 
may  also  address  the  adequacy  of  the 
Draft  EIS  or  the  merits  of  the 
alternatives  formulated  and  discussed  in 
the  statement.  (Reviewers  may  wish  to 
refer  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Regulations  for  implementing 
the  procedural  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  at  40 
CFR  1503.3  in  addressing  these  points.) 

Dated:  March  2, 1992. 

Alan  S.  Defier, 

Forest  Supervisor. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6512  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
nU-INQ  CODE  3410-11-M 
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Halfmoon  Timber  Sale;  Ftalhead 
National  Forest,  Hungry  Horse  Ranger 
District,  FMbeed  County,  State  of 
Montana 

aqency:  Forest  Service,  USDA. 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement. 

SUMHARV:  The  Forest  Smvice  will 
prepare  an  Envircannental  Impact 
Statement  (ElS)  to  analyze  and  disclose 
the  environmental  impacts  of  a  proposal 
to  harvest  timber  and  construct  roads  in 
the  area  south  of  the  town  of  West 
Glacier,  Montana  and  north  of  the  town 
of  Coram.  Montana  on  the  Hungry  Horse 
Ranger  District,  Flathead  County, 
Montana.  The  decision  to  be  made  is 
whether  or  not  to  harvest  timber  and 
build  roads  in  the  Halfmoon  areas,  and 
if  so,  to  what  level  is  that  development 
appropriate  and  also,  whether  or  not  to 
broadcast  bum  for  wildlife  forage 
production  and,  if  so,  how  much.  Finally, 
a  decision  will  be  made  on  which  roads 
or  areas  to  close  to  motorized  traffic  if 
any.  This  EIS  will  tier  to  the  Flathead 
National  Forest  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Ran  (LRMP)  and  EIS  of 
January,  1986,  which  provide  overall 
guidance  in  achieving  the  desired  future 
condition  for  the  area.  The  purpose  and 
goal  of  the  proposed  action  is  to  help 
satisfy  short-term  demands  for  raw 
materials  for  wood  products  and 
provide  for  a  continuous  supply  of  forest 
resources  in  the  future.  In  addition,  it  is 
the  goal  of  the  Forest  Service  to 
maintain  or  improve  the  health  and 
productivity  of  forest  stands,  and  to 
increase  resistance  to  insect  and  disease 
outbreaks.  Also,  improving  wildlife 
forage  and  maintaining  cover 
distribution  is  a  goal. 

Extensive  scoping  has  been  done  for 
this  project  during  the  initial  stages  of 
preparation  of  an  Environmental 
Assessment,  and  during  the  analysis  of 
alternatives  over  the  past  fourteen 
months.  It  has  now  been  determined 
that  an  EIS  will  be  prepared  for  this 
project. 

DATES:  The  draft  environnmntal  impact 
statement  (DiS)  will  be  released  to  the 
public  on  or  before  April  20, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Send  written  comments  to 
A1  Chnstopihersen,  District  Ranger, 
Hungry  Horse  Ranger  District,  P.O.  Box 
340,  Hungry  Horse,  MT  59919. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORiaATION  CONTACT:  Ed 
Lieser.  Halfmoon  Interdisciplinary  Team 
Leader,  or  A1  Christophersen  District 
Ranger,  at  (406)  387-5243. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Management  activities  under 
consideration  would  occur  in  an  area 
encompassing  approximately  10,000 


acres  of  National  Forest  lands  in  the 
Lake  Five  Geographic  UniL  mi  the 
Hungry  Horse  RangCT  District,  as 
delineated  in  the  Flathead  LRMP. 
Included  in  the  area  of  analysis  are  all 
or  portions  of  the  foUowmg:  Sections  30- 
32.  T.  32  N„  R.  18  W..  P.M.M.;  all  or 
portions  of  section  34-36,  T.  32  N.,  R.  19 
W.  P.MM.;  all  or  portions  of  sections  1- 
5,  8-17, 21-24,  T.  31  N.,  R.  19  W.,  P.M.M.: 
all  or  portions  of  sections  5-7, 18,  T.  31 
N.,  R.  18  W..  P.M.M.  Principal  Meridian 
Montana.  The  stands  considered  for 
treatment  are  pure  stands  of  even  aged 
lodgepole  pine  approximately  60  years 
old.  Management  activities  may  include 
construction  of  approximately  4  miles, 
and  reconstruction  of  approximately  3 
miles  and  subsequent  closure  of  roads. 
Harvesting  approximately  210  acres  of 
timber  in  27  units,  will  include 
regeneration  type  cutting  using  the 
clearcut  method  with  reserve  trees  on  23 
of  the  27  units  and  shelterwood 
harvesting  on  the  remaining  4  units.  All 
units  will  be  tractor  yarded  and  planted 
to  supplement  natural  regeneration  and 
ensure  diversity  in  future  stands.  Units 
will  vary  in  size  from  2  acres  to  23  acres 
with  an  average  of  7  acres.  Site 
preparation  and  hazard  reduction  will 
be  accomplished  by  spot  burning  in 
areas  of  high  fuel  accumulation. 
Prescribed  burning  to  improve  forage  for 
elk  is  planned  on  17  acres  in  4  luits. 
Other  activities  include  closing  existing 
roads. 

The  LRMP  for  the  Flathead  National 
Forest  provides  the  overall  guidance  for 
management  activities  in  the  potentially 
affected  area  through  its  goals, 
objectives,  standards  and  guidelines, 
and  management  area  direction.  In  the 
LRMP,  timber  harvest  and  road 
construction  was  tentatively  scheduled 
in  the  Halfmoon  Lake  and  Lake  Five 
areas  for  sometime  between  1991  and 
1995. 

Most  areas  of  prcqwsed  harvest  and 
road  construction  for  the  Halfmoon 
project  are  within  Management  Area 
(MA)  15.  Some  activity  is  also  planned 
in  MA  7.  LRMP  plan  direction  states  that 
Management  Area  15  consists  of  lands 
where  timber  management  with  roads  is 
economical  and  feasible.  The 
management  goal  is  to  manage  those 
lands  suitable  for  timber  production  for 
the  long-term  growth  and  production  of 
commercially  valuable  wood  products 
as  well  as  provide  for  soil  and  water 
protection,  wildlife  habitat,  and  roaded 
recreation  opportunities. 

Management  Area  7  includes  forested 
lands  in  areas  of  high  scenic  value.  One 
of  the  primary  goals  consists  of 
maintaining  a  pleasing,  natural¬ 
appearing  landscape  in  which 
management  activities  are  not 


dominant.  All  resources  will  be 
managed  with  a  partial  retention  visual 
quality  objective. 

The  proposal  was  designed  to  meet 
the  LRMP  standards  and  guidelines.  The 
analysis  includes  a  full  range  of 
alternatives  that  respond  to  issues 
received  from  scoping.  One  of  these  is 
the  “no-action”  alternative,  in  which  the 
tree  harvest,  road  construction  and 
closures,  and  burning  for  wildlife  forage 
production  wmuld  not  be  implemented. 

As  a  result  of  the  scoping  and  analysis, 
alternatives  to  the  proposed  action 
include; 

(1)  No  management  activities  other 
than  effectively  closing  all  existing 
roads. 

(2)  Maximizing  the  development  of  the 
area  of  the  next  planning  period  by 
regeneration  harvesing  352  acres  using 
the  clearcut  method  with  reserve  trees, 
constructing  5.2  miles  of  new  roads  and 
4.7  miles  of  reconstructed  roads,  and 
broadcast  bum  17  acres  of  natural 
openngs  for  wildlife  forage  production. 

(3)  Commercial  thinning  and 
shelterwood  harvesting  on  63  acres, 
construct  0.7  mile  of  new  road  and 
reconstruct  2.2  miles  existing  roads, 
broadcast  bum  21  acres  of  natural 
openings,  and  slash  and  burn  6  acres  of 
dense,  overstocked  lodgepole  pine  for 
wildlife  forage  production. 

(4)  Regeneration  harvest  100  acres 
using  the  clearcut  method  with  reserve 
trees,  shelterwood  harvest  13  acres,  and 
broadcast  bum  17  acres.  Construct  1.5 
miles  of  new  roads  and  reconstruct  1.5 
miles  of  existing  roads. 

(5)  Commercial  thin  and  shelterwood 
harvest  130  acres,  constuct  0.7  mile  of 
new  road  and  reconstruct  2.2  miles  of 
existing  roads. 

(6)  Shelterwood  harvest  44  acres, 
clearcut  with  reserve  trees  72  acres,  and 
broadcast  bum  17  acres.  Construct  1 
mile  of  road  and  reconstruct  2.3  miles  of 
existing  roads. 

Alternative  analysis  examined 
various  levels  and  locations  of  timber 
harvest  and  road  construction  to 
provide  emphasis  on  differing  mixes  of 
timber  and  non-timber  resource  values. 

The  direct,  indirect,  and  cumulative 
environmental  effects  of  the  ^tematives 
have  been  analyzed  and  will  be 
disclosed  in  the  EIS.  The  EIS  will  also 
disclose  the  site  specific  features  that 
reduce  or  eliminate  potential 
environmental  impacts. 

Public  participation  has  been 
emphasized  and  has  occurred  at  several 
points  during  the  analysis.  An  open 
house  meeting  will  be  scheduled 
sometime  during  the  Draft  EIS  review 
period. 
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The  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
llepartment  of  the  Interior,  has  been  and 
will  be  informally  consulted  throughout 
the  analysis.  To  meet  the  requirements 
of  the  Endangered  Species  Act.  the  Fish 
and  Wildlife  Service  will  review  the  EIS 
and  biological  evaluation  and  if 
necessary,  render  a  formal  Biological 
Opinion  of  the  effects  on  the  Threatened 
and  Endangered  Species  including 
grizzly  bear,  gray  wolf,  and  bald  eagle. 

The  public  comment  period  on  the 
draft  EIS  will  be  45  days  from  the  date 
the  EPA’s  notice  of  availability  appears 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

The  Forest  Service  believes  it  is 
important  to  give  reviewers  notice  at 
this  early  stage  because  of  several  court 
rulings  related  to  public  participation  in 
the  environmental  review  process.  First, 
reviewers  of  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  must  structure  their 
participation  in  the  environmental 
review  of  the  proposal  so  that  it  is 
meaningful  and  alerts  an  agency  to  the 
reviewer’s  position  and  contentions. 
Vermont  yankee  Nuclear  Power  Corp.  v. 
NRDC,  435  U.S.  519,  553  (1978).  Also, 
environmental  objections  that  could  be 
raised  at  the  draft  environmental  impact 
stage  but  that  are  not  raised  until  after 
completion  of  the  final  environmental 
impact  statement  may  be  waived  or 
dismissed  by  the  courts.  Wisconsin 
Heritage,  Inc.  v.  Harris,  490  F.  Supp. 

1334, 1338  (E.D.  Wis.  1980).  Because  of 
these  court  rulings,  it  is  very  important 
that  those  interested  in  this  proposed 
action  participate  by  the  close  of  the  45- 
day  comment  period  so  that  substantive 
comments  and  objections  are  made 
available  to  the  Forest  Service  at  a  time 
when  the  agency  can  meaningfully 
consider  them  and  respond  to  them  in 
the  final  environmental  impact 
statement. 

To  assist  the  Forest  Service  in 
identifying  and  considering  issues  and 
concerns  on  the  proposed  action, 
comments  on  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  should  be  as  specific 
as  possible.  It  is  also  helpful  if 
comments  refer  to  specific  pages  or 
chapters  of  the  draft  statement. 
Comme.its  may  also  address  the 
adequacy  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statement  or  the  merits  of  the 
alternatives  formulated  and  discussed  in 
the  statement.  (Reviewers  may  wish  to 
refer  to  the  Council  on  Environmental 
Quality  Regulations  for  implementing 
the  procedural  provisions  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  at  40 
CFR  1503.3  in  addressing  these  points.). 

The  effect  of  proposed  activities  of 
this  project  on  various  resources 
constituted  the  preliminary  issues  from 
initial  scoping  within  the  agency  and 


from  public  comments.  These  issues  are 
listed  below: 

•  Cover/forage  and  security  for 
Threatened  and  Endangered  Species, 

•  Wildlife  travel  corridor 
considerations  between  Glacier 
National  Park  and  The  Great  Bear 
Wilderness, 

•  Cover/forage  and  security  for  deer, 
elk,  and  moose, 

•  Management  Indicator  Species 
(pileated  woodpecker  and  pine  marten) 
and  old  growth  habitat, 

•  Short  and  long  term  timber  supply 
to  the  local  economy. 

•  Air  quality  from  broadcast  burning, 

•  The  risk  of  escaped  wildfire  from 
National  Forests  to  private  lands, 

•  The  vitality  of  even-aged  pure 
lodgepole  stands, 

•  Sensitive  plants, 

•  Opportunities  for  motorized 
recreation, 

•  The  quality  of  life  of  local  residents 
(i.e.  noise,  nuisance,  and  wildlife 
viewing), 

•  Riparian  areas, 

•  Noxious  weeds. 

•  The  comments  received  on  the  draft 
DEIS  will  be  analyzed,  considered,  and 
responded  to  in  the  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  (FEIS).  The  FEIS  is 
scheduled  to  be  completed  by  July  1992. 
The  District  Ranger  for  the  Hungry 
Horse  Ranger  District,  Flathead 
National  Forest  is  the  responsible 
official  for  the  preparation  of  this  EIS 
and  will  make  a  decision  regarding  this 
proposal  considering  the  comments  and 
responses,  environmental  consequences 
discussed  in  the  FEIS,  and  applicable 
laws,  regulations,  and  policies.  The 
decision  and  rationale  for  the  decision 
will  be  documented  in  a  Record  of 
Decision.  That  decision  will  be  subject 
to  appeal  under  applicable  Forest 
Service  reguations. 

Dated:  March  11, 1992. 

Allen  L.  Christophersen, 

District  Ranger,  Hungry  Horse  Ranger 
District,  Flathead  National  Forest. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6240  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNa  CODE  3410-«1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Export  Administration 

Electronics  Technical  Advisory 
Committee;  Partially  Closed  Meeting 

A  meeting  of  the  Electronics  Technical 
Advisory  Committee  will  be  held  April 
9. 1992,  9  a.m.,  Herbert  C.  Hoover 
Building,  room  1617-M,  14th  Street  and 
Constitution  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC.  The  Committee  advises  the  Office 
of  Technology  and  Policy  Analysis  with 


respect  to  technical  questions  which 
affect  the  level  of  export  controls 
applicable  to  semiconductors  and 
related  equipment  or  technology. 

Agenda:  General  Session 

1.  Opening  Remarks  by  the 
Chairman  and  Commerce 
Representative. 

2.  Introduction  of  Members  and 
Visitors. 

3.  Presentation  of  Papers  by  the 
Public. 

4.  Discussion  of  General  License 
Free  World  (GFW). 

5.  Australia  Group/Chemical 
Biological  Warfare — 1B70E. 

6.  Segment  A  List  Review  (Category 
3). 

7.  Focused  Ion  Beam  Presentation. 

8.  Other  Presentations 
(Semiconductor  Equipment  Mfg. 

Industry,  Electronic  Industry 
Association,  Semiconductor  Industry 
Association). 

Executive  Session 

9.  Discussion  of  matters  properly 
classified  under  Executive  Order  12356, 
dealing  with  the  U.S.  and  COCOM 
control  programs  and  strategic  criteria 
related  thereto. 

The  General  Session  of  the  meeting 
will  be  open  to  the  public  and  a  limited 
number  of  seats  will  be  available.  To  the 
extent  time  permits,  members  of  the 
public  may  present  oral  statements  to 
the  Committee.  Written  statements  may 
be  submitted  at  any  time  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  However,  in  order  to 
facilitate  distribution  of  public 
presentation  materials  to  the  Committee 
members,  the  Committee  suggests  that 
you  forward  your  public  presentation 
materials  or  comments  at  least  one 
week  before  the  meeting  to  the  address 
listed  below:  Ms.  Ruth  D.  Fitts, 

Technical  Advisory  Committee  Unit, 
BXA/EA,  room  1621,  U.S,  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  &  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington.  DC  20230. 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Administration,  with  the  concurrence  of 
the  delegate  of  the  General  Counsel, 
formally  determined  on  February  5, 

1992,  pursuant  to  section  10(d)  of  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as 
amended,  that  the  series  of  meetings  or 
portions  of  meetings  of  the  Committee 
and  of  any  Subcommittees  thereof, 
dealing  with  the  classified  materials 
listed  in  5  U.S.C.  552(c)(1)  shall  be 
exempt  from  the  provisions  relating  to 
public  meetings  found  in  section  10 
(a)(1)  and  (a)(3),  of  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act.  The  remaining  series  of 
meetings  or  portions  thereof  will  be 
open  to  the  public. 
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A  copy  of  the  Notice  of  Determination 
to  close  meetings  or  portions  of  meetings 
of  the  Committee  ia  available  for  public 
inspection  and  copying  in  the  Central 
Reference  and  Records  Inspection 
Facility,  room  6628,  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  Washington,  DC.  For  further 
information  or  copies  of  the  minutes  call 
Ruth  D.  Fitts,  202-377-4959. 

Dated;  March  16, 1962. 

Betty  A.  Ferrell, 

Director,  Technical  Advisory  Committee  Unit, 
Office  of  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Export  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6507  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 

BHJJNQ  CODE  M10-OT-M 

International  Trade  Administration 
[A-538-802] 

Antidumping  Duty  Order  Shop  Towels 
from  Bangladesh 

agency:  Import  Administration, 
International  Trade  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  MFORIMATION  CONTACT: 
John  Beck  or  Raphiel  Hampton.  Office  of 
Antidumping  Investigations,  Import 
Administration,  International  Trade 
Administration.  U.S.  Department  of 
Commerce,  14th  Street  and  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC,  20230: 
(202)  377-3464  or  377-0176,  respectively. 
SCOPE  OF  ORDER:  The  product  covered 
by  this  order  is  shop  towels.  Shop 
towds  are  absorbent  industrial  wiping 
cloths  made  from  a  loosely  woven 
fabric.  The  fabric  may  be  either  100 
percent  cotton  or  a  blend  of  materials. 
Shop  towels  are  currently  classiHable 
under  items  6307.10.2005  and 
6307.10.2015  of  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  (HTS).  Although  the  HTS 
subheadings  are  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  purposes,  otu* 
written  description  of  the  scope  of  this 
proceeding  is  dispositive. 

ANTIDUMPING  DUTY  ORDER:  In 
accordance  with  section  735(a}  of  the 
Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (the  Act), 
on  January  27, 1992,  the  Department  of 
Commerce  (Department)  made  its  final 
determination  that  shop  towels  from 
Bangladesh  are  being  sold  at  less  than 
fair  value  (57  FR  3996  Felwuary  3, 1992). 
On  March  11, 1992,  in  accordance  with 
section  735(d)  of  the  Act,  the 
International  Trade  Commission  notiHed 
the  Department  that  such  imports 
materially  injure  a  U.S.  industry. 

Therefore,  in  accordance  with  section 
736  of  the  Act.  the  Department  will 
direct  U.S.  Customs  officers  to  assess. 


upon  further  advice  by  the  administering 
authority  pursuant  to  section  736(a)(1)  of 
the  Act.  antidumping  duties  equal  to  the 
amount  by  wbidi  the  foreign  market 
value  of  the  merchandise  exceeds  the 
United  States  price  for  all  entries  of 
shop  towels  hrom  Bangladesh.  These 
antidumping  duties  will  be  assessed  on 
all  unliquidated  entries  of  shop  towels 
from  Bangladesh  entered,  or  withdrawn 
from  warehouse,  for  consumption  cm  or 
after  September  12, 1991,  the  date  on 
which  the  Department  published  its 
preliminary  determination  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  (56  FR  46411).  On  or 
after  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
notice  in  the  Federal  Register,  U.S. 
Customs  officers  must  require,  at  the 
same  time  as  importers  would  normally 
deposit  estimated  duties,  the  following 
cash  deposits  for  the  subject 
merchandise. 


Margin 

Manufacturer/producer/exporter  parc^ 

•a® 

Eagle  Star  Textile  Mills,  Ltd _  42.31 

Sonar  Cotton  MMIs  (B.D.),  Ltd. _  2.72 

AttOthers _  4.60 


This  notice  constitutes  the 
antidumping  duty  order  with  respect  to 
shop  towels  from  Bangladesh,  pursuant 
to  section  736(a)  of  the  Act.  Interested 
parties  may  contact  the  Central  Records 
Unit,  room  B-099  of  the  Main  Commerce 
Building,  for  copies  of  an  updated  list  of 
antidumping  duty  orders  currently  in 
effect. 

This  order  is  published  in  accordance 
with  section  736(a)  of  the  Act  and  19 
CFR  353.21. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

Alan  M.  Dunn. 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6560  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3510-DS-N 

[A-586-020] 

Titanium  Sponge  From  Japan;  Final 
Results  of  Antidumping  Duty 
Administrative  Review 

agency:  International  Trade 
Administration,  Import  Administration, 
Department  of  Commerce. 
action:  Notice  of  final  results  of 
antidumping  duty  administrative  review. 

summary:  On  January  21, 1992,  the 
Department  of  Commerce  published  the 
preliminary  results  of  its  administrative 
review  of  the  antidumping  duty  order  on 
titanium  sponge  from  Japan.  We  have 


now  completed  diis  review  and  found 
no  dumping  margins  for  either 
manufacturer/exporter  during  the  period 
November  1, 1969  to  Octooer  31. 1990. 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Match  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Elizabeth  Levy  or  Michael  Rotlin,  Office 
of  Countervailing  Compliance, 
International  Trade  Administration.  U.S. 
Department  of  Commerce,  Washington. 
DC  20230;  telephone:  (202)  377-2786. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Backgrramd 

On  January  21. 1992,  the  Department 
of  Commerce  (the  Department) 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  (57  FR 
2251)  the  preliminary  results  of  its 
administrative  review  of  the 
antidumping  duty  order  on  titanium 
sponge  from  Japan  (49  FR  47053; 
November  30, 1984).  The  Department 
has  now  completed  this  administrative 
review  in  accordance  with  section  751  of 
the  Tariff  Act  of  1930,  as  amended  (the 
Act). 

Scope  of  Review 

Imports  covered  by  the  review  are 
shipments  of  unwrought  titanium 
sponge.  Titanium  sponge  is  a  porous, 
brittle  metal  which  has  a  high  strength- 
to-weight  ratio  and  is  highly  ductile.  It  is 
an  intermediate  product  used  to  produce 
titanium  ingots,  slabs,  billets,  plates,  and 
sheets.  During  the  review  period,  such 
merchandise  was  classified  under 
subheading  8108.10.50.10  of  the 
Harmonized  Tariff  Schedule  (HTS).  The 
HTS  number  is  provided  for 
convenience  and  customs  purposes.  The 
written  description  remains  dispositive. 

The  review  covers  two 
manufacturers/exporters  to  the  United 
States  of  the  subject  merchandise, 
Showa  Denko  K.K.  and  Toho  Titanium 
Co..  Ltd.  for  the  period  November  1. 1989 
through  October  31, 1990. 

Analysis  of  Comments  Received 

We  gave  interested  parties  an 
opportunity  to  comment  on  the 
preliminary  results.  We  received  no 
comments. 

Final  Results  of  Review 

As  a  result  of  this  review,  we 
determine  the  dumping  margin  to  be: 


Manufacturer/ 

exporter 

Time  period 

1 

!  Margin 
(percent) 

StxMxa  Denko  K.K — 

ll/t/89-10/31/90 

zero  (0). 

Toho  Trtaniutn  Co., 
Ltd 

t1/t/89-T0/3t/90 

zero  (oi 
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The  Department  will  instruct  the 
Customs  Service  to  assess  antidumping 
duties  on  all  appropriate  entries. 
Individual  differences  between  United 
States  price  and  foreign  market  value 
may  vary  from  the  percentages  stated 
above.  Ihe  Department  will  issue 
appraisement  instructions  directly  to  the 
Customs  Service. 

Further,  the  following  deposit 
requirements  will  be  effective  upon 
publication  of  the  notice  of  final  results 
of  administrative  review  for  all 
shipments  of  the  subject  merchandise, 
entered,  or  withdrawn  from  warehouse, 
for  consumption  on  or  after  the 
publication  date,  as  provided  by  section 
751(a)(1)  of  the  Act:  (1)  The  cash  deposit 
rate  for  the  reviewed  companies  will  be 
as  outlined  above:  (2)  for  previously 
reviewed  or  investigated  companies  not 
listed  above,  the  cash  deposit  rate  will 
continue  to  be  the  company-specific  rate 
published  for  the  most  recent  period;  (3) 
if  the  exporter  is  not  a  tirm  covered  in 
this  review,  a  prior  review,  or  the 
original  less-than-fair-value 
investigation,  but  the  manufacturer  is, 
the  cash  deposit  rate  will  be  the  rate 
established  for  the  most  recent  period 
for  the  manufacturer  of  the  mer^andtse; 
and  (4)  the  cash  deposit  rate  for  all  other 
manufacturers  or  exporters  will  be  zero 
percent.  This  rate  represents  the  highest 
rate  for  any  firm  with  shipments  in  these 
administrative  reviews,  other  than  those 
firms  receiving  a  rate  based  entirely  on 
best  information  available. 

These  deposit  requirements,  when 
imposed,  shall  remain  in  effect  until 
publication  of  the  final  results  of  the 
next  administrative  review. 

This  notice  also  serves  as  a  final 
reminder  to  importers  of  their 
responsibility  under  19  CFR  353.26  to  ffle 
a  certificate  regarding  the 
reimbursement  of  antidumping  duties 
prior  to  liquidation  of  the  relevant 
entries  during  the  review  period.  Failure 
to  comply  with  this  requirement  could 
result  in  the  Secretary’s  presumption 
that  reimbursement  of  antidumping 
duties  occurred  and  the  subsequent 
assessment  of  double  antidumping 
duties. 

These  administrative  reviews  and 
notice  are  in  accordance  with  section 
751(a)(1)  of  the  Act,  as  amended  (19 
U.S.C.  1675(a)(1))  and  19  CFR  353.22. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Marjorie  A.  Chorlins, 

Acting  Assistant  Secretary  for  Import 
Administration. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6S61  Filed  3-19-62;  8:45  amj 
BlUiNQ  CODE  Wie-OS-« 


COMMITTEE  FOR  THE 
IMPtEMENTATION  OF  TEXTILE 
AGREEMENTS 

Request  for  Public  Comments  on 
Bilateral  Textile  Consultations  with  the 
Government  of  Sri  Lanka  on  Certain 
Cotton  Textile  Products 

March  13, 1982. 

AGENCY:  Committee  for  die 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
(CITA), 

ACTION:  Issuing  a  directive  to  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  establishing  a 
limit. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  24, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Kim-Bang  Nguyen,  International  Trade 
Specialist.  Office  of  Textiles  and 
Apparel,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
(202)  377-4212.  For  information  on  the 
quota  status  of  this  limit,  refer  to  the 
Quota  Status  Reports  posted  on  the 
bulletin  boards  of  each  Customs  port  or 
call  (202)  343-^80.  For  information  on 
embargoes  and  quota  re-openings,  call 
(202)  377-3715.  For  information  on 
categories  on  which  consultations  have 
been  requested,  call  (202)  377-3740. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Authority:  Executive  Order  11651  of  March 
3, 1972,  as  amended:  section  204  of  the 
Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  1854). 

On  February  28, 1992,  under  the  terms 
of  the  Bilateral  Textile  Agreement, 
effected  by  exchange  of  notes  dated 
May  23  and  24, 1988,  as  amended, 
between  the  Governments  of  the  United 
States  and  the  Democratic  Socialist 
Republic  of  Sri  Lanka,  the  United  States 
Government  requested  consultations 
with  the  Government  of  the  Democratic 
Socialist  Republic  of  Sri  Lanka  with 
respect  to  cotton  printcloth  in  Category 
315. 

According  to  the  terms  of  the  bilateral 
agreement,  the  Government  of  the 
United  States  has  decided,  pending  a 
mutually  satisfactory  solution,  to  control 
imports  in  Category  315  exported  during 
the  period  which  began  on  February  28, 
1992  and  extends  through  June  30, 1992 
at  a  level  of  1,467,191  square  meters. 

A  summary  market  statement 
concerning  Category  315  follows  this 
notice. 

Anyone  wishing  to  comment  or 
provide  data  or  information  regarding 
the  treatment  of  Category  315,  under  die 
agreement  with  the  Government  of  the 
Democratic  Socialist  Republic  of  Sri 
Lanka,  or  to  comment  on  domestic 
production  or  availability  of  products 
included  in  Category  315,  is  invited  to 
submit  10  copies  of  such  comments  or 


information  to  Auggie  D.  Tantillo, 
Chairman,  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements, 
U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
Washington,  DC  20230;  ATTN:  Helen  L 
LeGran^. 

Because  the  exact  timing  of  the 
consultations  is  not  yet  certain, 
comments  should  be  submitted 
prompUy.  Comments  or  information 
submitt^  in  response  to  this  notice  will 
be  available  for  public  inspection  in  the 
Office  of  Textiles  and  Apparel,  room 
H3100,  U.S.  Department  of  Commerce, 
14th  and  Constitution  Avenue,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC. 

Further  comments  may  be  invited 
regarding  particular  comments  or 
information  received  from  the  public 
which  the  Committee  for  the 
Implementation  of  Textile  Agreements 
considers  appropriate  for  further 
consideration. 

The  solicitation  of  comments 
regarding  any  aspect  of  the  agreement 
or  the  implementation  thereof  is  not  a 
waiver  in  any  respect  of  the  exemption 
contained  in  5  UAC.  553(a)(1)  relating 
to  matters  which  constitute  “a  foreign 
affairs  function  of  the  United  States." 

The  United  States  remains  committed 
to  finding  a  solution  concerning 
Category  315.  Should  such  a  solution  be 
reached  in  consultations  with  the 
Government  of  the  Democratic  Socialist 
Republic  of  Sri  Lanka,  further  notice  will 
be  published  in  the  Federal  Register. 

A  description  of  the  textile  and 
apparel  categories  in  terms  of  H^S 
numbers  is  available  in  the 
CORRELATION:  Textile  and  Apparel 
Categories  with  the  Harmonized  Tariff 
Schedule  of  the  United  States  (see 
Federal  Register  notice  56  FR  60101, 
published  on  November  27, 1991). 

Auggie  D.  Tantillo. 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Impiementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

Market  Statement — Sri  Lanka 
Category  315— Cotton  Printdoth 
February  1992 

Import  Situation  and  Conclusion 

U.S.  imports  of  cotton  printcloth 
fabric.  Category  315,  from  Sri  Lanka 
began  in  June  1991  and  reached  3,774,140 
square  meters  during  June-December 
1991.  Sri  Lanka  is  a  new  supplier  of 
cotton  printcloth  fabric  to  the  U.S. 
market.  In  the  last  seven  months  of  1991, 
Sri  Lanka  shipped  an  average  of  one- 
half  million  square  meters  of  cotton 
printcloth  fabric  per  month  accounting 
for  one  percent  of  total  Category  315 
imports  in  1991. 

The  sharp  and  substantial  increase  of 
Category  315  imports  from  Sri  Lanka  is 
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causing  a  real  risk  of  disruption  in  the 
U.S.  market  for  cotton  printcloth  fabric. 
Import  Penetration  and  Market  Share 

U.S.  production  of  cotton  printcloth 
fell  to  292,937,000  square  meters  in  1990, 

6  percent  below  the  1989  level  and  24 
percent  below  the  1988  level.  Production 
continued  downward  in  1991,  failing  to 
220,649,000  square  meters  during 
January-September  1991, 1  percent 
below  the  January-September  1990  level. 
In  contrast,  U.S.  imports  of  Category  315 
from  ail  sources  have  been  on  the  rise 
since  1988  reaching  351,309,387  square 
meters  in  1991,  an  increase  of  88  percent 
over  the  1988  level. 

The  U.S.  producers’  share  of  the 
cotton  printcloth  market  dropped  20 
percentage  points,  falling  from  67 
percent  in  1988  to  47  percent  during 
January-September  in  1991.  The  ratio  of 
imports  to  domestic  production  more 
than  doubled,  increasing  from  48  percent 
in  1988  to  113  percent  during  the 
Janaury-September  1991  period. 

Duty-Paid  Value  and  U.S.  Producers '  Price 

All  of  Category  315  imports  from  Sri 
Lanka  during  1991  entered  the  U.S. 
under  HTSUSA  number  5208.12.6060—85 
percent  or  more  by  weight  cotton 
unbleached  printcloth  of  yam  numbers 
43-68,  weighing  between  100  and  200 
grams  per  square  meter.  These  fabrics 
entered  the  U.S.  at  duty-paid  landed 
values  below  U.S.  producers’  prices  for 
comparable  fabrics. 

Committee  for  the  Implementation  of  Textile 

Agreements 

March  24, 1992. 

Commissioner  of  Customs, 

Department  of  the  Treasury,  Washington,  DC 
20229. 

Dear  Commissioner:  Under  the  terms  of 
section  204  of  the  Agricultural  Act  of  1956,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  1854),  and  the 
Arrangement  Regarding  International  Trade 
in  Textiles  done  at  Geneva  on  December  20, 
1973,  as  further  extended  on  July  31, 1991; 
pursuant  to  the  Bilateral  Textile  Agreement, 
effected  by  exchange  of  notes  dated  May  23 
and  24, 1988.  as  amended,  between  the 
Governments  of  the  United  States  and  the 
Democratic  Socialist  Republic  of  Sri  Lanka; 
and  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Executive  Order  11651  of  March  3, 1972,  as 
amended,  you  are  directed  to  prohibit, 
effective  on  March  24, 1992,  entry  into  the 
United  States  for  consumption  and 
withdrawal  from  warehouse  for  consumption 
of  cotton  textile  products  in  Category  315, 
produced  or  manufactured  in  Sri  Lanka  and 
exported  during  the  period  beginning  on 
February  28, 1992  and  extending  through  June 
30  1992,  in  excess  of  1,487,191  square 
meters  *. 


'  The  limit  has  not  been  adjusted  to  account  for 
any  imports  exported  after  February  27. 1992. 


Textile  products  in  Category  315  which 
have  been  exported  to  the  United  States  prior 
to  February  28. 1992  shall  not  be  subject  to 
the  limit  established  in  this  directive. 

Textile  products  in  Category  315  which 
have  been  released  from  the  custody  of  the 
U.S.  Customs  Service  under  the  provisions  of 
19  U.S.C.  1448(b)  or  1484(a)(1)(A)  prior  to  the 
effective  date  of  this  directive  shall  not  be 
denied  entry  under  this  directive. 

In  carrying  out  the  above  directions,  the 
Commissioner  of  Customs  should  construe 
entry  into  the  United  States  for  consumption 
to  include  entry  for  consumption  into  the 
Commonwealth  of  Puerto  Rico. 

The  Committee  for  the  Implementation  of 
Textile  Agreements  has  determined  that  this 
action  falls  within  the  foreign  affairs 
exception  of  the  rulemaking  provisions  of  5 
U.S.C.  553(a)(1). 

Sincerely, 

Auggie  O.  Tantillo, 

Chairman,  Committee  for  the  Implementation 
of  Textile  Agreements. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6508  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3510-OR-F 


COMMITTEE  FOR  PURCHASE  FROM 
THE  BUND  AND  OTHER  SEVERELY 
HANDICAPPED 


1  certify  that  the  following  action  will 
not  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
major  factors  considered  for  this 
certification  were: 

1.  The  action  will  not  result  in  any 
additional  reporting,  recordkeeping  or 
other  compliance  requirements  for  small 
entities  other  than  the  small 
organizations  that  will  furnish  the 
commodities  or  service  to  the 
Government, 

2.  The  action  will  not  have  a  severe 
economic  impact  on  current  contractors 
for  the  commodities  or  service. 

3.  The  action  will  result  in  authorizing 
small  entities  to  furnish  the  commodities 
or  service  to  the  Government. 

4.  There  are  no  known  regulatory 
alternatives  which  would  accomplish 
the  objectives  of  the  Javits-Wagner- 
O’Day  Act  (41  U.S.C.  46-48c)  in 
connection  with  the  commodities  or 
service  proposed  for  addition  to  the 
Procurement  List. 

Accordingly,  the  following 
commodities  and  services  are  hereby 
added  to  the  Procurement  List: 

Commodities 


Procurement  Ust;  Additions 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Additions  to  procurement  list. 

SUMMARY:  This  action  adds  to  the 
Procurement  List  commodities  and  a 
service  to  be  furnished  by  nonprofit 
agencies  employing  persons  who  are 
blind  or  have  other  severe  disabilities, 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  20, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Committee  for  Purchase 
from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  Crystal  Square  5,  suite 
1107, 1755  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22202-3509. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beverly  Milkman,  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
January  17  and  31, 1992  the  Committee 
for  Purchase  from  the  Blind  and  Other 
Severely  Handicapped  published 
notices  (57  FR  2081  and  3750)  of 
proposed  additions  to  the  Procurement 
List.  After  consideration  of  the  material 
presented  to  it  concerning  capability  of 
qualiffed  nonprofit  agencies  to  produce 
the  commodities  and  provide  the 
services  at  a  fair  market  price  and 
impact  of  the  addition  on  the  current  or 
most  recent  contractors,  the  Committee 
has  determined  that  the  commodities 
and  services  listed  below  are  suitable 
for  procurement  by  the  Federal 
Government  under  41  U.S.C.  46-48c  and 
41  CFR  51-2.4. 


Short-Run  Printing,  Books  &  Pamphlets 
7690-00-NSH-0024 
(Government  Printing  Office 

requirements  for  Fairchild  Air  Force 
Base,  WA  only) 

Short-Run  Printing,  Flat  Forms 
7690-00-NSH-0025 
(Government  Printing  Office 

requirements  for  Fairchild  Air  Force 
Base,  WA  only) 

Service 

Janitorial/Custodial 
Air  Traffic  Control  Tower 
Airway  Facilities  Sector  Field  Office 
Flight  Service  Station 
Automated  Flight  Service  Station, 
Casper,  Wyoming. 

This  action  does  not  affect  contracts 
awarded  prior  to  the  effective  date  of 
this  addition  or  options  exercised  under 
those  contracts. 

G.  John  Heyer, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6538  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  6820-33-M 


Procurement  List;  Proposed  Addition 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 

action:  Proposed  addition  to 
procurement  list. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
proposals  to  add  to  the  Procurement  List 
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a  service  to  be  furnished  by  nonprofit 
agencies  employing  persons  with  severe 
disabilities. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
before:  April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Committee  for  Purchase 
from  the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  Crystal  Square  5,  suite 
1107, 1755  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  Virginia  22202-3509. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beverly  Milkman  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2)  and  41  CFR  51-2.3.  Its  purpose  is 
to  provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  action. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  addition,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  (except  as 
otherwise  indicated)  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  service  listed  below  from 
nonprofit  agencies  employing  persons 
who  are  blind  or  have  other  severe 
disabilities. 

I  certify  that  the  following  action  will 
not  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
major  factors  considered  for  this 
certification  were: 

1.  The  action  will  not  result  in  any 
additional  reporting,  recordkeeping  or 
other  compliance  requirements  for  small 
entities  other  than  the  small 
organizations  that  will  furnish  the 
service  to  the  Government. 

2.  The  action  will  result  in  authorizing 
small  entities  to  furnish  the  service  to 
the  Government 

3.  There  are  no  known  regulatory 
alternatives  which  would  accomplish 
the  objectives  of  the  Javits-Wagner- 
O’Day  Act  (41  U.S.C,  46-48c)  in 
connection  with  the  service  proposed  for 
addition  to  the  Procurement  List. 

Comments  on  this  certification  are 
invited.  Commenters  should  identify  the 
statement(s)  underlying  the  certification 
on  which  they  are  providing  additional 
information. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
service  to  the  Procurement  List: 
Janitorial/Custodial,  Federal  Building, 

Washington  and  Linden  Streets, 

Scranton,  Pennsylvania. 

G.  John  Heyer, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6539  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  M2e-3S-ll 


Procurement  List;  Proposed  Additions 

agency:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped. 


ACTKMI:  Proposed  additions  to 
procurement  list. 

summary:  The  Committee  has  received 
proposals  to  add  to  the  Procurement  List 
a  commodity  and  services  to  be 
furnished  by  nonprofit  agencies 
employing  persons  who  are  blind  or 
have  other  severe  disabilities. 

COMMENTS  MUST  BE  RECEIVED  ON  OR 
before:  April  20. 1992. 

ADDRESS:  Committee  for  Purchase  from 
the  Blind  and  Other  Severely 
Handicapped,  Crystal  Square  5,  suite 
1107, 1755  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  Viiginia  22202-3509. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Beverly  Milkman  (703)  557-1145. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
notice  is  published  pursuant  to  41  U.S.C. 
47(a)(2)  and  41  CFR  51-2.3.  Its  purpose  is 
to  provide  interested  persons  an 
opportunity  to  submit  comments  on  the 
possible  impact  of  the  proposed  actions. 

If  the  Committee  approves  the 
proposed  additions,  all  entities  of  the 
Federal  Government  (except  as 
otherwise  indicated)  will  be  required  to 
procure  the  commodity  and  services 
listed  below  from  nonprofit  agencies 
employing  persons  who  are  blind  or 
have  other  severe  disabilities. 

I  certify  that  the  following  action  will 
not  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities.  The 
major  factors  considered  for  this 
certiHcation  were: 

1.  The  action  will  not  result  in  any 
additional  reporting,  recordkeeping  or 
other  compliance  requirements  for  small 
entities  other  than  the  small 
organizations  that  will  furnish  the 
commodity  and  services  to  the 
Government. 

2.  The  action  does  not  appear  to  have 
a  severe  economic  impact  on  current 
contractors  for  the  commodity  and 
services. 

3.  The  action  will  result  in  authorizing 
small  entities  to  furnish  the  commoditiy 
and  services  to  the  Government. 

4.  There  are  no  known  regulatory 
alternatives  which  would  accomplish 
the  objectives  of  the  Javits-Wagner- 
O'Day  Act  (41  U.S.C  46-48c)  in 
connection  with  the  commodity  and 
services  proposed  for  addition  to  the 
Procurement  List. 

Comments  on  this  certification  are 
invited.  Commenters  should  identify  the 
statement(s)  underlying  the  certification 
on  which  they  are  providing  additional 
information. 

It  is  proposed  to  add  the  following 
commodity  and  services  to  the 
Procurement  List: 

Commodity 
Chest.  Tool 


7310-00-310-8544 

Services 

Grounds  Maintenance,  U.S.  Department 
of  Energy,  Southwestern  Power 
Station.  Battlefield  and  Golden. 
Springfield.  Missouri 
Sorting  of  Aperture  Cards.  EDCARS 
System  Management  Office  (SMO). 
AFLC  LMSC/SXMA,  Wright- 
Patterson  Air  Force  Base,  Ohio 
Sorting  of  Time  and  Attendance 
Reports,  Department  of 
Transportation,  1777  Phoenix 
Parkway  Building,  College  Park, 
Georgia. 

G.  John  Heyer, 

General  Counsel. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6540  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am] 
BUJJNQ  CODE  M20-33-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Public  Information  CoHectlon 
Requirement  Subndtted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

action:  Notice. 

The  Department  of  Defense  has 
submitted  to  OMB  for  clearance  the 
following  proposal  for  collection  of 
information  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Paperworic  Reduction  Act  (44  U.S.C. 
chapter  35). 

Title,  Applicable  Form,  and 
Applicable  OMB  Control  Number: 
EVALUATION  OF  COMMISSIONING 
APPUCANTS:  AF  Form  1145:  OMN  No. 
0701-0104. 

Type  of  Request  Reinstatement. 

Average  Burden  Hours/Minutes  per 
Response:  20  Minutes. 

Responses  per  Respondent:  1. 

Number  of  Respondents:  3,500. 

Annual  Burden  Hours:  1,187. 

Annual  Responses:  3,500. 

Needs  and  Uses:  TTiis  form  is  needed 
to  support  Air  Force  officer  procurement 
programs.  Air  Force  application 
processing  activities  and  approval 
authorities  use  the  form  to  select 
applicants  (civilian  and  military)  who 
apply  for  training  leading  to  a 
commission. 

Affected  Public:  Individuals  or 
households. 

Frequency:  On  occasion. 

Respondent’s  Obligation:  Required  to 
obtain  or  retain  a  benefit. 

OMB  Desk  Officer:  Mr.  Edward  C. 
Springer. 

Written  comments  and 
recommendations  on  the  proposed 
information  collection  should  be  sent  to 
Mr.  Springer  at  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Desk  Officer 
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for  DoD,  room  3235,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 

DOD  Clearance  Officer:  Mr.  William 
P.  Pearce. 

Written  requests  for  copies  of  the 
information  collection  proposal  should 
be  sent  to  Mr.  Pearce,  WHS/DIOR,  1215 
Jefferson  Davis  Highway,  suite  1204, 
Arlington  Virginia  22202-4302. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

L.M.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

{FR  Doc.  92-6526  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  381<M>1-M 


Office  of  the  Secretary 

Defense  Policy  Board  Task  Force  on 
the  Future  of  American  Nuciear  Forces 

action:  Notice  of  Task  Force  Meeting. 

summary:  The  Defense  Policy  Board 
Task  Force  on  the  Future  of  American 
Nuclear  Forces  will  meet  in  closed 
session  on  8-9  April  1992  from  0800  to 
1700  at  the  RDA  Logicon  Facility  located 
at  6053  West  Century  Blvd,  Los  Angeles. 
California.  The  mission  of  the  Task 
Force  is  to  provide  the  Secretary  of 
Defense,  Deputy  Secretary  of  Defense 
and  the  Under  Secretary  of  Defense  for 
Policy  with  independent,  informed 
advice  and  opinion  concerning  matters 
relating  to  U.S.  nuclear  force  policy.  At 
the  meeting  the  Task  Force  will  hold 
classified  discussions  on  national 
security  matters. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act, 
Public  Law  No.  92-463,  as  amended  (5 
U.S.C.  app.  II,  (1982),  it  has  been 
determined  that  this  Task  Force  meeting 
concerns  matters  listed  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c)(l)  (1982),  and  that  accordingly 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

L.M.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6528  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3810-01-M 


Special  Operations  Policy  Advisory 
Group;  Meeting 

The  Special  Operations  Policy 
Advisory  Group  (SOPAG)  will  meet  on 
Thursday,  April  30, 1992  in  the  Pentagon, 
Arlington,  Virginia  to  discuss  sensitive, 
classified  topics. 

The  mission  of  the  SOPAG  is  to 
advise  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 
Defense  on  key  policy  issues  related  to 
the  development  and  maintenance  of 


effective  Special  Operations  and  Low- 
Intensity  Conflict  forces. 

In  accordance  with  section  10(d)  of 
Public  Law  92-463,  the  “Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act,"  and  section 
552b(c)(l)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
this  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the  public. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

LM.  Bynum, 

Alternate  OSD  Federal  Register,  Liaison 
Officer,  Department  of  Defense. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6527  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE 


Department  of  the  Air  Force 

USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board; 
Meeting 

The  USAF  Scientific  Advisory  Board’s 
Committee  on  Technology  Options  for 
Global  Reach — Global  Power:  1995-2020 
(Mobility  Panel)  will  meet  on  6-7  April 
1992,  at  Eglin  ATO,  FL,  8  a.m.  to  5  p.m. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to 
receive  briefings  and  gather  information 
for  the  study. 

The  meeting  will  be  closed  to  the 
public  in  accordance  with  section 
552b(c)  of  title  5,  United  States  Code, 
specifically  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (4) 
thereof. 

For  further  information,  contact  the 
Scientific  Advisory  Board  Secretariat  at 
(703)  697-4811. 

Patsy  J.  Conner, 

Air  Force  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6552  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3910-01-M 


Department  of  the  Army 
Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2)  of 
the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Pub.  L.  92-463),  announcement  is  made 
of  the  following  committee  meeting: 

Name  of  the  Committee:  Coastal 
Engineering  Research  Board. 

Date  of  the  Committee;  April  7-9, 1992. 

Place:  Coastal  Engineering  Research 
Center,  U.S.  Army  Engineer  Waterways 
Experiment  station,  Vicksburg,  Mississippi. 

Time:  8:30  a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on  April  7;  8:30 
a.m.  to  5  p.m.  on  April  8;  8:30  a.m.  to  12  noon 
on  April  9. 

Proposed  Agenda:  The  1993  Coastal 
Engineering  F^gram  Review  is  to  be  held 
April  7-9, 1992.  On  Tuesday,  April  7,  the 
Coastal  Research  and  Development  Programs 
will  be  broken  down  into  four  breakout 
sessions.  The  four  sessions  will 
simultaneously  review  and  discuss  Coastal 
Flooding  and  Storm  Protection;  Harbor 
Entrances  and  Coastal  Channels;  Shore 
Protection  and  Restoration;  and  Coastal 
Structures  Evaluation  and  Design.  On 
Wednesday  morning,  April  8,  a  plenary 


session  will  discuss  the  Coastal  Research  and 
Development  Programs  and  make 
recommendations.  The  Wednesday  afternoon 
session  will  be  devoted  to  the  review  of  the 
Coastal  Field  Data  Collection  Program. 
Monitoring  Complete  Coastal  Projects 
Program  will  be  reviewed  Thursday  morning, 
April  9,  There  will  be  discusssion  of 
completed,  current,  and  proposed  activities. 

This  meeting  is  open  to  the  public,  but 
since  seating  capacity  of  the  meeting  room  is 
limited,  advance  notice  of  intent  to  attend, 
although  not  required,  is  requested  in  order  to 
assure  adequate  arrangements  for  those 
wishing  to  attend. 

Inquiries  and  notice  of  intent  to  attend  the 
meeting  may  be  addressed  to  Dr.  James  R. 
Houston,  Chief,  Coastal  Engineering 
Research  Center,  U.S.  Army  Engineer 
Waterays  Experiment  Station,  3909  Halls 
Ferry  Road,  Vicksburg,  Mississippi  39180- 
6199. 

Kenneth  L  Denton, 

Army  Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6597  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  3710-0S-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Conduct  of  Employees;  Notice  of 
Waiver 

Section  602(a)  of  the  Department  of 
Energy  (“DOE”)  Organization  Act  (Pub. 
L.  No.  95-91,  hereinafter  referred  to  as 
the  “Act")  prohibits  a  “supervisory 
employee"  (defined  by  section  601(a)  of 
the  Act)  of  the  Department  from 
knowingly  receiving  compensation  from, 
holding  any  official  relation  with,  or 
having  any  pecuniary  interest  in  any 
“energy  concern”  (defined  by  section 
601(b)  of  the  Act). 

Section  602(c)  of  the  Act  authorizes 
the  Secretary  of  Energy  to  waive  the 
requirements  of  section  602(a)  in  cases 
of  exceptional  hardship  or  where  the 
interest  is  a  pension,  insurance,  or  other 
similarly  vested  interest. 

Mr.  Charles  F.  Vacek  has  recently 
been  appointed  to  the  position  of  Deputy 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Fuels  Programs 
in  the  Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Fossil  Energy.  As  a  result  of  his 
previous  employment  with  the  Pacific 
Gas  and  Electric  Company,  Mr.  Vacek 
has  a  vested  pension  interest,  within  the 
meaning  of  section  602(c)  of  the  Act,  in 
the  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
Retirement  Plan.  Accordingly,  I  have 
granted  Mr.  Vacek  a  waiver  of  the 
divestiture  requirement  of  section  602(a) 
of  the  Act  for  the  duration  of  his 
employment  as  a  supervisory  employee 
with  the  Department  with  respect  to  this 
pension  interest. 

In  accordance  with  section  208,  title 
18,  United  States  Code,  Mr.  Vacek  has 
been  directed  not  to  participate 
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personally  and  substantially,  as  a 
Government  employee,  in  any  particular 
matter  the  outcome  of  which  could  have 
a  direct  and  predictable  effect  upon  the 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company, 
unless  his  supervisor  and  the  Counselor 
agree  that  the  financial  interest  in  the 
particular  matter  is  not  so  substantial  as 
to  be  deemed  likely  to  affect  the 
integrity  of  the  services  which  the 
Government  may  expect  of  him. 

Dated:  March  9, 1992. 
fames  D.  Watkins, 

Admiral,  U.S.  Navy  (Retired),  Secretary  of 
Energy. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6553  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am] 

BILUNO  CODE  64S0-01-M 


Intent  To  Prepare  an  Environmental 
Impact  Statement  for  the  Upgrade  of 
Canyon  Exhaust  Systems  at  the 
Savannah  River  Site 

agency:  Department  of  Energy  (DOE). 
action:  Notice  of  intent  to  prepare  an 
environmental  impact  statement  (EIS) 
for  the  Upgrade  of  Canyon  Exhaust 
Systems  at  the  Savannah  River  Site. 

SUMMARY:  The  DOE  announces  its  intent 
to  prepare  an  EIS  pursuant  to  the 
National  Environmental  Protection  Act 
(NEPA)  of  1969  (42  U.S.C.  4321,  et  seq.], 
as  amended,  for  the  proposed  Upgrade 
of  Canyon  Exhaust  Systems  at  the 
Savannah  River  Site  (SRS).  The  DOE 
will  conduct  public  scoping  meetings  to 
solicit  input  on  the  scope  of  the  EIS.  The 
proposed  action  is  to  replace  and 
upgrade  the  existing  canyon  exhaust 
systems  for  the  F-  and  H- Areas  at  the 
Savannah  River  Site  (SRS).  The 
underlying  need  for  the  proposed  action 
is  to  ensure  occupational  safety, 
environmental  protection,  and 
regulatory  compliance  for  activities 
within  the  F-  and  H-Areas.  The  canyon 
exhaust  systems  are  the  primary  of 
control  of  radioactive  and  hazardous 
materials  from  the  F-  and  H-Areas. 
These  systems  must  provide  constant 
and  adequate  airflow  through  the 
canyons.  The  EIS  will  consider 
reasonable  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
replacement  and  upgrade  of  the  existing 
systems,  including  leaving  the  systems 
as  they  exist. 

INVITATION  TO  COMMENT:  To  ensure  that 
the  full  range  of  issues  related  to  this 
proposal  are  addressed,  comments  on 
the  proposed  scope  of  the  EIS  are 
invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Written  comments  or  suggestions  to 
assist  DOE  in  identifying  signiRcant 
environmental  issues  and  the 
appropriate  scope  of  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  Mr.  Stephen  R.  Wright  at  the 


address  indicated  below  and  should  be 
postmarked  by  April  30, 1992.  Comments 
postmarked  after  that  date  will  be 
considered  to  the  extent  practicable. 
Agencies,  organizations,  and  the  general 
public  are  also  invited  to  present  oral 
comments  or  suggestions  pertinent  to 
the  preparation  of  this  EIS  at  the  public 
scoping  meetings  scheduled  as  indicated 
below.  Written  comments  will  also  be 
accepted  at  the  meetings.  Written  and 
oral  comments  will  be  given  equal 
weight  in  the  scoping  process. 

Comments  and  suggestions  received 
during  the  scoping  period  will  be 
considered  in  preparing  the  draft  EIS. 

Following  the  completion  of  the  public 
scoping  process,  an  EIS  Implementation 
Plan  will  be  prepared  and  made 
available,  upon  request,  to  the  public. 

The  Implementation  Plan  will  record  the 
results  of  the  scoping  process  and  define 
the  alternatives  and  issues  to  be 
evaluated  in  the  EIS.  A  draft  EIS  is 
expected  to  be  completed  in  November 
1992,  at  which  time  its  availability  will 
be  announced  in  the  Federal  Register, 
and  public  comments  will  again  be 
solicited.  Comments  on  the  draft  EIS 
will  be  considered  in  preparing  the  final 
EIS,  tentatively  scheduled  for 
completion  in  May  1993. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  or 
suggestions  on  the  scope  of  the  EIS, 
requests  to  speak  at  the  public  scoping 
meetings,  questions  concerning  the 
proposed  action,  and  requests  to  receive 
a  copy  of  the  Implementation  Plan  or  the 
draft  EIS  should  be  directed  to:  Mr. 
Stephen  R,  Wright,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Savannah  River  Field  Office, 

P.O.  Box  A,  Aiken,  South  Carolina  29802 
(803)  725-3957.  All  written 
correspondence  related  to  this  activity 
should  have  the  envelopes  marked: 
“Upgrade  Canyon  Exhaust  Systems 
EIS." 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

For  general  information  on  the  DOE 
NEPA  process,  please  contact:  Ms.  Carol 
M.  Borgstrom,  EH-25,  Director,  Office  of 
NEPA  Oversight,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy.  1000  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  586-4600  or 
(800)  472-2756. 

DATES:  Written  comments  and 
suggestions  on  the  proposed  scope  of  the 
EIS  should  be  postmarked  by  April  30, 
1992,  to  assure  consideration  in  the 
preparation  of  the  EIS.  Comments 
postmarked  after  that  date  will  be 
considered  to  the  extent  practicable. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Background  Information 

The  Savannah  River  Site  (SRS) 
occupies  an  area  of  approximately  300 
square  miles  adjacent  to  the  Savannah 


River,  principally  in  Aiken  and  Barnwell 
counties  of  ^uth  Carolina.  The  site  is 
approximately  25  miles  southeast  of 
Augusta,  Georgia,  and  20  miles  south  of 
Aiken,  South  Carolina.  The  primary 
mission  of  the  SRS  is  to  produce  nuclear 
materials  that  support  the  defense, 
research,  and  medical  programs  of  the 
United  States.  Included  in  the 
production  process  are  fuel  and  target 
fabrication  facilities,  nuclear  production 
reactors,  separations  facilities,  product 
preparation  facilities,  and  waste 
management  facilities.  The  separations 
facilities  are  located  in  two  areas:  F- 
Area  and  H-Area.  Each  area  contains  a 
large  chemical  separation  plant 
(approximately  800  feet  long  X 120  feet 
wide  X  50  feet  high),  also  known  as 
"canyon,"  which  is  involved  with  the 
recovery  and  purification  of  the  desired 
nuclear  materials.  Plutonium  and 
uranium  are  the  principal  materials 
processed  in  the  canyons. 

The  canyon  exhaust  systems  must 
maintain  a  differential  pressure  between 
the  canyons  and  the  atmosphere,  and 
among  facilities  within  the  canyons.  The 
exhaust  systems  also  provide  for 
constant  and  adequate  airflow  to  allow 
a  margin  of  safety  in  the  event  of 
accidents,  equipment  failures,  or  natural 
disasters.  The  exhaust  systems  must  be 
reliable  to  provide  continuous 
contamination  control  and 
environmental  protection.  The  EIS  will 
address  the  potential  environmental 
impacts  of  proposed  replacement  and 
upgrades  to  the  canyon  exhaust 
systems. 

Reliable  canyon  exhaust  systems  are 
needed  to  contain  and  control 
atmospheric  emissions  of  radioactive 
and  hazardous  materials  and 
contaminants,  whether  the  canyon 
buildings  operate,  are  in  standby,  or 
undergo  decontamination  and 
decommissioning.  The  interiors  of  the 
canyon  facilities  have  become 
contaminated  with  radionuclides,  due  to 
the  nature  of  past  operations.  Controlled 
airflow/ventilation,  which  is  provided 
by  the  exhaust  systems,  is  necessary  to 
assuse  that  air  existing  the  canyon 
facilities  is  properly  filtered  before 
release  to  the  atmosphere.  Without  the 
exhaust  systems,  natural  airflow 
migration  could  lead  to  uncontrolled  and 
unmonitored  of  radionuclides  or 
hazardous  material. 

The  current  canyon  exhaust  systems 
have  been  operating  for  more  than 
twenty  years.  During  this  time  several 
additions  to  the  canyons  have  reduced 
the  reserve  capacity  of  the  exhaust 
systems.  The  exhaust  systems  are  old, 
airflow  requirements  exceed  the 
systems'  design  capacity,  and 
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continuous  operational  availability  is 
becoming  increasingly  suspect.  The 
proposed  upgrade  would  restore  the 
original  proportional  reserve  capacity 
and  thus  improve  operational  safety 
margins  relative  to  current  operations. 

Although  the  ciurent  exhaust  systems 
remain  operable  and  are  still  capable  of 
maintaining  safe  facility  conditions,  the 
reliability  of  the  systems  is  degrading 
and  becoming  increasingly  uncertain. 
Maintaining  the  existing  systems  is 
increasingly  difHcult,  and  continued 
maintenance  may  not  be  suRicient  to 
assure  proper  aii^ows  and  controls. 

Proposed  Action 

The  proposed  action  is  to  construct 
new  exhaust  systems  to  replace  and 
upgrade  existing  systems  in  both  F-  and 
H- Areas.  This  proposed  action  would 
include  provision  of  new  fan-houses, 
exhaust  fans,  exhaust  stacks,  exhaust 
monitoring  instrumentation, 
underground  ductwork,  redundant  utility 
power  supplies  with  redundant 
emergency  diesel  generator  backup,  and 
fire  protection  and  security  systems. 
Safety  class  diesel  fuel  storage  and 
transfer  facilities  would  be  provided  for 
the  generators.  The  proposed  action 
would  also  include  decontamination  and 
disposal  of  existing  exhaust  systems 
components. 

Replacing  and  upgrading  the  existing 
canyon  exhaust  systems  would  enhance 
DOE'S  ability  to  provide  a  margin  of 
safety  and  environmental  protection 
during  either  production  of  nuclear 
materials  or  decommissioning  and 
decontamination  (D&D)  of  the  canyons. 
The  replacement  and  upgrade  of  the 
canyon  exhaust  systems  would  not 
otherwise  extend  the  production  life  of 
the  canyons  or  influence  rates  of 
production,  but  would  increase  the 
safety  of  the  canyons,  whether  operating 
or  not. 

The  proposed  project  would  help  SRS 
to  meet  or  maintain: 

— Safety  class  system  requirements 
contained  in  DOE  Order  6430.1A  for 
the  new  equipment; 

— Environmental  monitoring  capabilities 
and  requirements  as  contained  in  the 
DOE  Order  5400  Series; 

— Design  requirements  related  to  the 
SRS  design-basis  accident  as 
contained  in  UCRL-159110. 

The  proposed  action  involves 
facilities  that  would  be  part  of  an  EIS  to 
be  prepared  for  the  Continuing 
Operation  of  the  Nuclear  Fuel  Cycle  and 
Product  Preparation  Facilities  at  the 
Savannah  River.  Site.  Preparation  of  the 
continuing  operations  EIS  was  a 
commitment  that  DOE  made  in  the  Final 
EIS  for  Continued  Operation  of  K-,  L-. 


and  P-Reactors,  page  C-318.  However, 
the  proposed  Upgrade  of  Canyon 
Exhaust  Systems  complies  with  the 
criteria  of  S  1506.1(c)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Regulations  (40 
CFR  1506.1(c))  for  a  permissible  interim 
action.  As  noted  above,  the  proposed 
replacement  and  upgrade  of  the  canyon 
exhaust  systems  is  needed  to  assure 
continuous  operation  with  an  adequate 
margin  of  safety  to  ensure 
environmental  protection  in  the  event  of 
accident  or  abnormal  events. 

Furthermore,  the  proposed  action 
would  not  prejudice  any  decision  to  be 
made  from  the  Continuing  Operation  of 
the  Nuclear  Fuel  Cycle  and  Induct 
Preparation  Facilities  EIS,  because  the 
upgrade  would  be  necessary  whether 
the  canyons  operate,  are  in  stand-by 
mode,  or  undergo  decontamination  and 
decommissioning.  Upon  completion  of 
the  EIS  that  is  the  subject  of  this  NOI, 
the  proposed  action  will  be 
accompanied  by  an  adequate  EIS.  For 
similar  reasons,  the  proposed  action  is  a 
permissible  interim  action  during 
preparation  of  the  Programmatic  EIS  for 
the  Reconfiguration  of  the  Nuclear 
Weapons  Complex. 

Alternative  Proposed  for  Consideration 

Several  alternatives  to  the  proposed 
action  are  proposed  for  consideration  in 
the  EIS: 

(1)  The  refurbishment,  as  needed  in 
whole  or  in  part,  of  the  existing  facilities 
to  meet  the  original  ventilation  system 
design  margin  of  safety  and 
implementation  of  DOE  safety  goals. 

(2)  Refurbishment  of  certain 
components  and  replacement  and 
upgrade  of  other  components  of  the 
exhaust  systems  (details  of  this 
alternative  are  to  be  developed  during 
the  scoping  process). 

(3)  As  required  by  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  (CEQ)  NEPA 
regulations,  40  CFR  1500,  the  EIS  will 
also  analyze  the  "no-action"  alternative 
(i.e.,  no  upgrade  or  replacement  of  the 
canyon  exhaust  systems). 

The  EIS  will  include  a  comparative 
assessment  of  the  environmental 
impacts  of  each  alternative. 

Identification  of  Environmental  and 
Other  Issues 

The  following  issues  have  been 
tentatively  identified  for  analysis  in  the 
EIS.  This  list  of  issues  is  presented  to 
facilitate  discussion  on  the  scope  of  the 
EIS  and  is  not  intended  to  be  all- 
inclusive  or  to  predetermine  the  scope. 
Additions  to  or  deletions  from  this  list 
may  occur  as  a  result  of  the  scoping 
process.  In  accordance  with  CEQ  NEPA 
regulations  (40  CFR  1500.4  and  1502.21), 
other  environmental  documents,  as 


appropriate,  may  be  incorporated  by 
reference,  in  whole  or  in  part,  into  these 
impact  analyses.  The  EIS  will  address 
the  environmental  impacts  of  the 
proposed  action  and  alternatives  under 
both  normal  and  accidental  conditions. 
Therefore,  DOE  invites  comments  on 
these  and  additional  issues  relevant  to 
the  EIS. 

Environmental  Issues 

1.  Public  and  Worker  Safety  and 
Health  Risks — Radiological  and  non- 
radiological  impacts  of  construction, 
routine  operation,  and  potential 
accidents. 

2.  Ecosystem  Effects — Potential 
effects  on  ecosystems,  including  air  and 
water  quality,  resulting  from 
radiological  and  non-radiological 
emissions  from  routine  operation  and 
potential  accidents. 

3.  Regulatory  Compliance — 
Compliance  with  all  applicable  Federal, 
state,  and  local  statutes  and  regulations; 
required  Federal  and  state 
environmental  consultations  and 
notifications;  and  DOE  Orders  related  to 
environmental  protection  and  safety. 

4.  Waste  Management — Impacts  of 
the  generation,  treatment,  storage,  and 
disposal  of  high-  and  low-level 
radioactive  waste,  transuranic 
radioactive  wastes,  hazardous  wastes, 
and  mixed  wastes. 

5.  Socioeconomics — Socioeconomic 
impacts,  primarily  on  the  six-county 
region  identified  in  the  data  base  report 
entitled  Socioeconomic  Characteristics 
of  Selected  Counties  and  Communities 
Adjacent  to  the  Savannah  River  Site, 
dated  January  1990. 

6.  Transportation — Impacts  of  the 
transportation  of  raw  materials, 
supplies,  equipment,  products,  and 
wastes  under  routine  and  accident 
scenarios. 

7.  Decontamination  and  Disposal — 
The  environmental  impacts  of 
decontaminating  and  disposing  of 
existing  exhaust  system  components  as 
they  are  removed  from  service.  These 
components  may  include  two  200  ft. 
stacks,  canyon  exhaust  fans,  process 
vessel  vent  fans,  associated 
underground  ducts,  diesel  generators 
and  generator  building,  and  electrical 
gear.  The  radioactive  waste  and  the 
special  considerations  in  the 
decontamination  and  disposing  of  the 
exhaust  system  components  may 
contribute  to  the  issues  of  public  and 
worker  safety,  air  quality,  regulatory 
compliance,  waste  management,  and 
transportation.  The  environmental 
impacts  of  future  decontamination  and 
disposal  of  the  proposed  canyon 
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exhaust  system  upgrades  will  also  be 
discussed. 

Related  Documentation 

Background  information  on  the 
proposed  action  is  available  in  the 
public  reading  rooms  listed  later  in  this 
notice.  The  background  information 
includes  the  following: 

DOE,  1987.  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  Waste  Management 
Activities  for  Groundwater  Protection, 
Savannah  River  Plant,  Aiken,  South 
Carolina,  OOE/EIS-0120,  Savannah 
River  Operations  Office,  Aiken,  South 
Carolina. 

DOE,  1990.  Final  Environmental 
Impact  Statement,  Continued  Operation 
of  K-,  L-,  and  P-Reactors,  Savannah 
River  Site,  Aiken,  South  Carolina,  DOE/ 
EIS-0147,  Savannah  River  Operations 
Office,  Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  and 
Company,  1986.  Safety  Analysis,  200 
Area,  Savannah  River  Plant,  F-Canyon 
Operations,  DPSTSA-200-10,  Supp.  4, 
Savannah  River  Laboratory,  Aiken, 

South  Carolina. 

E.  I.  du  Pont  de  Nemours  and 
Company,  1986.  Safety  Analysis,  200 
Area,  Savannah  River  Plant,  H-Canyon 
Operations,  DPSTSA-200-10,  Supp.  5, 
Savannah  River  Laboratory,  Aiken, 

South  Carolina. 

Westinghouse  Savannah  River 
Company,  1990.  Savannah  River  Site 
Environmental  Report  for  1989,  WSRC- 
TM-90-60,  Environmental  Protection 
Department,  Savannah  River  Site, 

Aiken,  South  Carolina. 

Scoping  Meetings 

In  addition  to  receiving  written 
comments,  DOE  will  conduct  public 
scoping  meetings  to  assist  DOE  in 
defining  the  appropriate  scope  of  the  EIS 
and  identifying  significant 
environmental  issues  to  be  addressed. 
Public  scoping  meetings  will  be  held  at 
the  following  locations: 

(1)  Columbia,  South  Carolina,  on  April 
21, 1992,  at  the  Holiday  Inn-Express,  773 
St.  Andrews  Road,  Columbia,  South 
Carolina  29210;  for  accommodations  call 
(803)  772-7275. 

(2)  Savannah,  Georgia,  on  April  24, 
1992,  at  the  Hyatt  Regency,  2  West  Bay 
Street,  Savannah,  Georgia  31401;  for 
accommodations  call  (800)  233-1234. 

(3)  Aiken,  South  Carolina,  on  April  28, 
1992,  at  the  Aiken  Municipal  Center,  214 
Park  Avenue,  SW„  Aiken,  South 
Carolina  29801;  accommodations  at 
Comfort  Suites,  Richland  Avenue  West, 
Aiken,  South  Carolina,  call  (803)  641- 
1100. 

Each  public  scoping  meeting  will 
consist  of  both  a  morning  session 
beginning  at  9  a.m.  and  an  evening 


session  beginning  at  6  pjn.  The  public 
scoping  process  begins  with  this 
announcement,  and  will  continue 
through  April  30, 1992. 

The  public  is  invited  to  present  oral 
and  written  comments  concerning  the 
scope  of  the  EIS,  including  (1)  the  issues 
that  should  be  addressed,  and  (2)  the 
alternatives  to  be  analyzed  in  the  EIS. 

Oral  and  written  comments  will  be 
given  equal  consideration.  Instructions 
for  submitting  written  comments  are 
given  above.  People  desiring  to  speak  at 
the  public  scoping  meetings  should 
submit  their  requests  to  Mr.  Stephen  R. 
Wright  at  the  address  presented  above. 
Oral  presentation  requests  for  each 
meeting  should  be  received  by  DOE  at 
least  2  days  before  the  meeting. 

The  meetings  will  be  chaired  by  a 
presiding  ofHcer.  They  will  not  be 
conducted  as  evidentiary  hearings.  To 
give  everyone  an  adequate  opportunity 
to  speak,  5  minutes  will  be  allotted  to 
each  speaker.  Depending  on  the  number 
of  persons  requesting  to  speak,  the 
presiding  officer,  at  his/her  discretion, 
may  allow  a  longer  time  for  speakers 
representing  multiple  parties  or 
organizations.  Persons  wishing  to  speak 
on  behalf  of  organizations  should 
identify  the  organization  in  their  request 
to  speak.  Persons  who  have  not 
submitted  a  request  to  speak  may 
register  at  the  meetings. 

DOE  will  make  a  transcript  of  each 
meeting.  Copies  will  be  made  available 
for  inspection  at  the  DOE  Freedom  of 
Information  Reading  Room,  room  lE-190, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue  SW„  Washington,  DC  20585, 
(202)  586-6020  and  at  the  DOE  Reading 
Room,  University  of  South  Carolina, 
Aiken  Campus,  University  Library,  2nd 
Floor,  171  University  Parkway,  Aiken, 

SC  29801,  (803)  648-6851  during  business 
hours,  Monday  through  Friday. 

Signed  in  Washington,  DC,  this  11th  day  of 
March,  1992,  for  the  United  States 
Department  of  Energy. 

Paul  L  Ziemer, 

Assistant  Secretary,  Environment,  Safety  and 
Health. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6558  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  MSO-OI-M 


Energy  International  Corp.;  Financial 
Assistance  Award  Intent  To  Award  a 
Grant 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  unsolicited  financial 
assistance  award. 

summary:  The  Department  of  Energy 
(DOE)  announces  that  pursuant  to  10 
CFR  600.6(a)(2),  it  is  making  a  financial 
assistance  award  based  on  an 


unsolicited  application  satisfying  the 
criteria  of  10  CFR  600.14(e)(1).  This 
award  will  be  made  under  Grant 
Number  DE-FG01-92FE62585  to  the 
Energy  International  Corporation.  The 
financial  assistance  will  provide  partial 
support  of  a  “Feasibility  Study  for  the 
Commercial  Application  of  Underground 
Coal  GasiRcation  to  the  Waikato  Coal 
Resource  in  New  Zealand."  This  study 
will  foster  development  of  international 
coal  technology  trade  opportunities  for 
U.S.  industry,  and  further  enhance  the 
competitiveness  of  American  firms  in 
the  world  marketplace. 

SCOPE:  The  grant  will  provide  $200,000 
in  funding  to  the  Energy  International 
Corporation  to  determine  the  feasibility 
of  using  the  Underground  Coal 
Gasification  (UCG)  technology  in 
Waikato,  N.Z.  This  study  will  involve: 

(1)  The  development  of  an 
environmental  compliance  plan,  (2) 
Obtaining  the  geotechnical  data  and 
samples  required  to  verify  the  suitability 
of  the  Huntly  resource  for  the  UCG 
process  and,  (3)  Identification  of  design 
modifications  required  by  the  power 
station  to  properly  handle  and  combust 
the  raw  UCG  product  gas. 

eligibility:  Based  on  the  receipt  of  an 
unsolicited  proposal,  eligibility  for  this 
award  is  being  limited  to  Energy 
International  Corporation.  DOE  support 
of  this  activity  would  enhance  the  public 
benefits  to  be  derived.  DOE  knows  of  no 
other  entity  which  is  conducting  or 
planning  such  a  program. 

The  term  of  the  grant  shall  be  until 
February  28, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Office  of 
Placement  and  Administration,  ATTN: 
James  F.  Thompson,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585. 
Thomas  S.  Keefe, 

Director,  Operations  Division  "B",  Office  of 
Plocement  and  Administration. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6550  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  645<M)1-M 


Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission 

IDocket  Nob.  QF92-42-000,  et  al.l 

Oyster  Creek  Limited,  et  al.;  Electric 
Rate,  Small  Power  Production,  and 
Interlocking  Directorate  Filings 

Take  notice  that  the  following  filings 
have  been  made  with  the  Commission: 
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1.  Oyster  Creek  Limited 

(Docket  No.  QF92-42-000] 

March  10. 1992. 

On  March  5, 1992,  Oyster  Creek 
Limited  tendered  for  Hling  an 
amendment  to  its  filing  in  this  docket. 

No  determination  has  been  made  that 
the  submittal  constitutes  a  complete 
filing. 

The  amendment  provides  additional 
information  pertaining  to  the  ownership 
structure  of  the  proposed  cogeneration 
facility. 

Comment  date;  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

2.  Southern  Company  Services,  Inc. 
[Docket  No.  ER92-1 53-000] 

March  10, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2, 1992, 
Southern  Company  Services,  Inc.,  acting 
on  behalf  of  Alabama  Power  Company, 
Georgia  Power  Company,  Gulf  Power 
Company,  Mississippi  Power  Company, 
and  Savannah  Electric  and  Power 
Company,  tendered  for  filing 
supplemental  information  in  connection 
with  Amendment  No  2  dated  October 
31, 1991  to  the  Southern  Company 
System  Intercompany  Interchange 
Contract  and  Allocation  Methodology 
and  Periodic  Rate  Computation  Manual 
(“Manual”). 

Southern  Companies  request  that  the 
amendment  be  allowed  to  become 
effective  on  January  1, 1992.  The 
supplemental  filing  contains  additional 
information  regarding  the  revisions 
incorporated  in  Amendment  No.  2. 

Comment  date:  March  16, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

3.  Nevada  Cogeneration  Associates  #1 
[Docket  No.  QF90-210-0031 

March  la  1992. 

On  February  28, 1992,  Nevada 
Cogeneration  Associates  #1  (Applicant) 
of  420  N.  Nellis  Boulevard,  #A3-148,  Las 
Vegas,  Nevada  89110,  submitted  for 
filing  an  application  for  recertification  of 
a  facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility  pursuant  to  §  292.207  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations.  No 
determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 

The  topping-cycle  cogeneration 
facility  is  presently  certified  for  85  MW 
[53  FERC  i  62,021  (1990)].  The  instant 
recertification  is  requested  to  reflect  a 
change  in  the  ownership  structure  and  a 
change  In  the  installation  date.  Under 
the  proposed  ownership  structure 
Portland  General  Electric  Company  will 
have  an  indirect  ownership  interest  in 
the  facility.  The  construction  of  the 
facility  began  in  the  Spring  of  1991. 


Comment  date:  30  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

4.  lowa-lUinois  Gas  and  Electric  Co. 

[Docket  No.  ES92-33-000] 

March  11, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6, 1992, 
lowa-Illinois  Gas  and  Electric  Company 
filed  an  application  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission  under 
section  204  of  the  Federal  Power  Act 
requesting  authority  to  issue  from  time 
to  time  not  more  than  $100  million  of 
unsecured  short-term  debt  with  a  final 
maturity  date  no  later  than  June  30, 1993. 

Comment  date:  April  3, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

5.  Wisconsin  Public  Service  Corp. 

[Docket  No.  ER92-356-000] 

March  13, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Wisconsin  Public 
Service  Corporation  (WPSC)  on  March 
6, 1992,  tendered  for  filing  (1)  an 
executed  Limited  Term  Capacity 
Agreement  with  the  Marshfield  Electric 
and  Water  Department,  Wood  County, 
Wisconsin  (MEWD);  and  (2)  an 
executed  Service  Agreement  for  MWD 
under  WPSC’s  W-2  Partial 
Requirements  Tariff.  The  parties 
propose  to  make  these  agreements 
effective  as  of  April  1, 1992,  and 
therefore  ask  for  waiver  of  the  60-day 
notice  requirements-. 

WPSC  states  that  copies  of  this  filing 
have  been  served  upon  MEWD  and  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of 
Wisconsin. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice, 

6.  PacifiCorp  Electric  Operations 
[Docket  No.  ER92-265-000] 

March  13, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  PacifiCorp  Electric 
Operations  (PacifiCorp)  on  March  4, 
1992,  tendered  for  filing  an  amendment 
to  its  filing  under  FERC  Docket  No. 
ER92-265-000. 

Copies  of  this  compliance  filing  were 
supplied  to  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric 
Company,  Southern  California  Edison 
Company,  the  Public  Utility  Commission 
of  Oregon,  the  Utah  Public  Service 
Commission  and  the  Public  Utilities 
Commission  of  the  State  of  California. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 


7.  Pennsylvania  Power  &  Light  Co. 

[Docket  No.  ER92-357-000] 

March  13, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  Pennsylvania  Power 
&  Light  Company  (PP&L)  tendered  for 
filing  on  March  6, 1992  for  filing  an 
executed  agreement  dated  as  of 
February  27, 1992  (Second  Supplemental 
Agreement),  between  PP&L  and  Niagara 
Mohawk  Power  Corporation  (Niagara 
Mohawk).  PP&L  and  Niagara  Mohawk 
are  parties  to  the  Electric  Output  Sales 
Agreement  between  PP&L  and  Niagara 
Mohawk  dated  as  of  July  11, 1989  (Basic 
Agreement),  as  amended  by  the  First 
Supplement  to  the  Electric  Output  Sales 
Agreement  dated  as  of  December  27, 

1989,  on  file  with  the  Commission  as 
Rate  Schedule  No.  78.  At  present,  the 
Basic  Agreement,  as  amended,  provides 
that  Niagara  Mohawk  may  reserve 
capability  and  energy  from  PP&L’s 
Martin’s  Creek  Units  3  and  4.  PP&L 
states  that  the  Second  Supplemental 
Agreement  provides  for  the  addition  of 
PP&L’s  Martin  Creek  Units  1  and  2  to  the 
PP&L  generating  units  from  which 
Niagara  Mohawk  may  reserve  capability 
and  energy. 

PP&L  requests  waiver  of  the  notice 
requirements  of  section  205  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  and  §  35.3  of  the 
Commission’s  Regulations  so  that  the 
proposed  rate  schedule  can  be  made 
effective  as  of  March  9, 1991.  Initial 
service  under  the  Second  Supplemental 
Agreement  will  not  begin  before  the 
requested  effective  date. 

PP&L  states  that  a  copy  of  its  filing 
was  served  on  Niagara  Mohawk,  the 
Pennsylvania  Public  Utility  Commission 
and  the  New  York  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

8.  PacifiCorp  Electric  Operations 
[Docket  No.  ER92-359-000] 

March  13. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  9, 1992, 
PacifiCorp  Electric  Operations 
(PacifiCorp)  tendered  for  filing,  in 
accordance  with  18  CFR  35.13  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  and  Regulations  a 
Power  Sales  Agreement  between 
PacifiCorp  and  Nevada  Power  Company 
dated  February  26, 1992. 

Copies  of  this  filing  have  been 
supplied  to  Nevada  Power  Company,  the 
Public  Service  Commission  of  Nevada, 
the  Public  Utility  Commission  of  Oregon 
and  the  Utah  Public  Service 
Commission. 

Comment  Date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 


Federal  Regbter  /  VoL  57,  No.  55  /  Friday,  March  20,  1982  /  Notices 


9697 


9.  San  Diego  Gas  ft  Electric  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER92-344-000) 

March  13, 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  2. 1992,  San 
Diego  Gas  &  Electric  Company  (SDG&E) 
tendered  for  filing  a  change  of  rates  for 
transmission  service  as  embodied  in  the 
following  SDG&E  Agreements  with 
Southern  California  Edison  Company 
(Edison),  which  reflects  a  decrease  in 
the  rate  of  return  authorized  by  the 
California  Public  Utilities  Commission 
(CPUC)  to  10.75%  from  10.91%  for  1991, 
effective  January  1, 1992. 

1.  Short  Term  Firm  Transmission 
Service  Agreement.  Rate  Schedule  FERC 
58: 

2.  Interruptible  Transmission  Service 
Agreement,  Rate  Schedule  FERC  59;  and 

3.  Firm  Transmission  Service 
Agreement,  Rate  Schedule  FERC  60. 

SD&G  requests  waiver  of  the 
Commission’s  prior  notice  requirements 
and  an  effective  date  of  January  1, 1992. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
the  Public  Utilities  Commission  of  the 
State  of  California  and  Edison. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

10.  Montaup  Electric  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER92-91-0001 
March  13. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  9, 1992. 
Montaup  Electric  Company  tendered  for 
Tiling  an  amendment  to  its  October  7, 
1991  filing  in  the  above-referenced 
docket. 

Comment  date:  March  27. 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

11.  Northern  States  Power  Co. 

[Docket  No.  ER90-527-006] 

March  13. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6, 1992, 
Northern  States  Power  Company  (NSP) 
tendered  for  filing  its  refund  report  in 
this  docket  pursuant  to  the 
Commission’s  order  issued  on  February- 
6, 1992. 

Comment  Date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

12.  New  England  Power  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER92-335-000] 

March  13. 1992. 

Take  notice  that  on  February  28. 1992, 
New  England  Power  Company  (NEP) 
submitted  for  filing  revisions  to  its  FERC 
I  Electric  Tariff.  Original  Volume  No.  5 — 

I  System  Energy  Sales  and  Exchange 

I  under  that  tariff  more  flexibility  in 

:  entering  into  the  covered  transactions 

[  by  (i)  permitting  the  buyer  to  dispatch 


energy  purchased  thereunder,  and  (ii) 
permitting  the  buyer  under  an  Exchange 
transaction  to  provide  system  capacity 
in  lieu  of  specified  unit  entitlements. 

NEP  requests  that  these  changes  be 
made  effective  April  26, 1992. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

13.  The  Kansas  Power  and  Light  Co. 
[Docket  No.  ER92-245-000) 

March  13. 1992 

Take  notice  that  on  March  5, 1992,  The 
Kansas  Power  and  Light  Company  (KPL) 
tendered  for  filing  revised  service 
schedules  to  KPL’s  Electric 
Interconnection  Contract  with  Omaha 
Public  Power  District. 

Copies  of  this  filing  were  served  upon 
Omaha  Public  Power  District  and  the 
Utilities  Division  of  the  Kansas 
Corporation  Commission. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

14.  Pacific  Gas  ft  Electric  Co. 

(Docket  No.  ER91-337-001] 

March  13, 1992 

Take  notice  that  Pacific  Gas  &  Electric 
Company  (PG&E)  on  February  3, 1992 
tendered  for  filing  its  compliance  refund 
report  in  the  above-referenced  docket 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

15.  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas  Co. 
[Docket  No.  ER91-e67-000| 

March  13, 1992 

Take  notice  that  on  September  25, 
1991,  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 
Company  (PSE&G)  of  Newark,  New 
Jersey  tendered  for  filing  an  initial  Rate 
Schedule  for  the  sale  of  energy  to  Long 
Island  Lighting  Company  (LILCO). 
Pursuant  to  the  agreement,  PS&EG 
commenced  selling  on  August  1, 1991 
and  will  sell  to  LILCO  energy  from  time 
to  time  as  scheduled  by  LILCO. 

In  response  to  discussions  with 
Commission  Staff,  PSE&G  on  March  5, 
1992  tendered  for  filing  the  First 
Supplemental  Agreement  by  and 
between  Public  Service  Electric  and  Gas 
Company  and  Long  Island  Lighting 
Company  which  amends  the 
methodology  to  develop  the  maximum 
reservation  rate  (CAP). 

PSE&G  requests  the  Commission  to 
waive  its  notice  requirements  under 
§  35.3  of  its  rules  and  to  permit  the 
Energy  Sales  Agreement,  as 
supplemented,  to  become  effective  as  of 
the  commencement  of  the  transaction, 
August  1, 1991.  Copies  of  the  amended 
filing  have  been  served  upon  LILCO. 


Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

16.  Blue  Ridge  Power  Agency  Central 
Virginia  Electric  Cooperative,  Inc.  and 
Craig-Botetourt  Elec^  Cooperative, 

Inc.  v.  Appalachian  Poww  Co. 

(Docket  No.  EL89-^3-004  and  Docket  Nos. 
ER90-132-002  and  ERg0-133-002| 

March  13. 1992 

Take  notice  that  on  March  6, 1992, 
Appalachian  Power  Company  (APCo) 
tendered  its  compliance  filing  in  the 
above-referenced  dockets,  in 
compliance  with  the  Commission’s 
February  20, 1992  Opinion  and  Order  on 
Rehearing,  which  modified,  in  part,  the 
Commission’s  June  28, 1991  Opinion  and 
Order  of  Initial  Decision  and  its  October 
24, 1991  Opinion  and  Order  on 
Rehearing. 

Copies  of  the  filing  were  served  upon 
APCo’s  jurisdictional  customers,  the 
Virginia  State  Corporation  Commission, 
the  Public  Service  Conunission  of  West 
Virginia,  the  Tennessee  Public  Service 
Commission  and  all  parties  of  record. 

Comment  date:  March  27, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

17.  Nevada  Cogeneration  Assfxdates  #1) 
(Docket  No.  QF90-210-0031 

March  13. 1992 

On  March  10  and  11, 1992,  Nevada 
Cogeneration  Associates  #1  (Applicant) 
tendered  for  filing  amendments  to  its 
filing  in  this  docket. 

The  amendments  provide  additional 
information  pertaining  to  the  ownership 
structure  of  its  cogeneration  facility.  No 
determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 

Comment  date:  April  1, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

18.  Hadson  Power  13 — Hopewell 
(Docket  No.  QF88-B5-0031 

March  13. 1992 

On  March  9, 1992,  Hadson  Power  13 — 
Hopewell  of  2030  Main  Street.  Irvine, 
California  92714,  submitted  for  filing  an 
application  for  recertification  of  a 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility  pursuant  to  Section  292.207  of 
the  Commission’s  Regulations.  No 
determination  has  been  made  that  the 
submittal  constitutes  a  complete  filing. 

The  topping-cycle  cogeneration 
facility  is  located  in  Hopewell,  Virginia. 
The  Commission  previously  certified  the 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
facility.  Ultra  Cogen  Systems,  Inc.,  43 
FERC  I  62,103  (1988).  and  recertified  the 
facility  as  a  qualifying  cogeneration 
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facility,  Hadson  Power  13 — Hopewell.  53 
FERC  62,  208  (1990).  The  instant  request 
for  recertification  is  due  to  change  in 
ownership  and  increase  in  maximum  net 
electric  power  production  capacity  from 
60.147  MW  to  62.7  MW. 

Comment  date:  30  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

19.  Hadson  Power  11 — Southampton 
[Docket  No.  QF88-64-003] 

March  13, 1992. 

On  March  9, 1992,  Hadson  Power  11 — 
Southampton,  tendered  for  Hling  an 
amendment  to  its  Hling  in  this  docket. 

No  determination  has  been  made  that 
the  submittal  constitutes  a  complete 
filing. 

The  amendment  provides  additional 
information  pertaining  to  ownership 
structure  of  the  facility. 

Comment  date:  April  3, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

20.  Hadson  Power  IZ^Altavista 
[Docket  No.  QF8&-94-O03] 

March  13. 1992. 

On  March  9, 1992,  Hadson  Power  12 — 
Altavista,  tendered  for  filing  an 
amendment  to  its  filing  in  this  docket. 

No  determination  has  been  made  that 
the  submittal  constitutes  a  complete 
filing. 

The  amendment  provides  additional 
information  pertaining  to  ownership 
structure  of  the  facility. 

Comment  date:  April  3, 1992,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

21.  Westmoreland — Hadson  Partners) 
[Docket  No.  QF90-147-0021 

March  13. 1992. 

On  March  9, 1992,  Westmoreland — 
Hadson  Partners,  c/o  Westmoreland 
Energy,  Inc.,  2955  Ivy  Road, 
Charlottesville,  Virginia  22901, 
submitted  for  filing  an  application  for 
recertification  of  a  facility  as  a 
qualifying  cogeneration  facility  pursuant 
to  §  292.207  of  the  Commission's 
Regulations.  No  determination  has  been 
made  that  the  submittal  constitutes  a 
complete  filing. 

The  topping-cycle  cogeneration 
facility  will  be  located  in  Weldon 
Township,  near  Roanoke  Rapids,  North 
Carolina.  The  Commission  previously 
certified  the  facility  as  a  qualifying 
cogeneration  facility,  Westmoreland — 
Hadson  Partners,  52  FERC  H  62,001 
(1990).  The  instant  request  for 
recertification  is  due  to  change  in 
ownership  of  partnership. 


Comment  date:  30  days  from 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  in 
accordance  with  Standard  Paragraph  E 
at  the  end  of  this  notice. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

E.  Any  person  desiring  to  be  heard  or 
to  protest  said  filing  should  Hie  a  motion 
to  intervene  or  protest  with  the  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  825 
North  Capitol  Street.  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  in  accordance  with  Rules  211 
and  214  of  the  Commission's  Rules  of 
Practice  and  Procedure  (18  CFR  385.211 
and  385.214).  All  such  motions  or 
protests  should  be  filed  on  or  before  the 
comment  date.  Protests  will  be 
considered  by  the  Commission  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken,  but  will  not  serve  to  make 
protestants  parties  to  the  proceeding. 
Any  person  wishing  to  become  a  party 
must  file  a  motion  to  intervene.  Copies 
of  this  niing  are  on  file  with  the 
Commission  and  are  available  for  public 
inspection. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6499  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  6717-«1-« 


[Project  Nos.  9635-006,  et  al.] 

Hydroelectric  Applications  [Clarence 
A.  and  Lottie  E.  Hawkins  and  Hawkins 
Hydro  Co.,  et  al.l;  Applications 

Take  notice  that  the  following 
hydroelectric  applications  have  been 
filed  with  the  Commission  and  are 
available  for  public  inspection: 

1.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Surrender 
of  License. 

b.  Project  No.:  9635-006. 

c.  Date  Filed:  February  11, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Clarence  A.  and  Lottie  E. 
Hawkins  and  Hawkins  Hydro  Company. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Hawkins  Hydro 

f.  Location:  On  Dirty  George  and 
Camp  Creeks,  partially  on  lands  of  the 
United  States  administered  by  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management  in  Delta 
County,  Colorado. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act.  16  U.S.C.  791(a)— 825{r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mrs.  Clarence 
A.  Hawkins,  1824-2025  Road  Eckert,  CO 
81418. 

i.  Commission  Contact:  Mr.  James 
Hunter  (202)  21^2839. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  16, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Proposed  Action: 

The  licensees  request  surrender  of  their 
license,  stating  that  their  water  supply 
has  changed  completely  and  because 
the  electric  company  that  agreed  to  buy 
the  power  has  had  severe  financial 
problems,  they  have  no  market  for  the 


power.  The  project  would  have  utilized 
an  existing  dam  on  Dirty  George  Creek 
and  an  irrigation  ditch,  and  would  have 
also  consisted  of  an  intake  on  the 
irrigation  ditch,  a  9,  200-foot-long 
penstock  connecting  to  a  powerhouse 
containing  a  650-kW  generating  unit, 
and  a  tailrace  discharging  into  Camp 
Creek. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

2.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11200-000. 

c.  Date  Filed:  November  1, 1991. 

d.  Applicant:  City  of  Boulder, 

Colorado. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Boulder 
Hydrolectric  Development  IV. 

f.  Location:  At  the  terminus  of  the 
applicant’s  existing  Silver  Lake  Raw 
Water  Pipeline  near  the  city  of  Boulder 
in  Boulder  County,  Colorado. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act,  16  U.S.C.  791(a)— 825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Eva  June  Busse, 
P.E.,  Hydro  Projects  Manager,  City  of 
Boulder,  P.O.  Box  791,  Boulder,  Colorado 
80306  (303)  441-3200. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mr.  Michael 
Strzelecki,  (202)  219-2827. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  23, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  consist  of:  (1) 
The  applicant's  existing  diversion 
structure  and  intake  on  Boulder  Creek; 
(2)  the  applicant’s  existing  18-inch- 
diameter,  18,000-foot-long  Silver  Lake 
Raw  Water  Pipeline;  (3)  a  powerhouse 
containing  one  generating  unit  with  an 
installed  capacity  of  2,790  kW;  (4)  a 
1,000-foot-long  transmission  line 
interconnecting  with  an  existing  Public 
Service  Company  of  Colorado 
transmission  line;  and  (5)  appurtenant 
facilites. 

No  new  access  roads  will  be  needed 
to  conduct  the  studies.  The  approximate 
cost  of  the  studies  would  be  $90,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7. 
A9,  AlO,  B,  C.  and  D2. 

3.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11220-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  January  6, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Seneca  Hydro 
Acquisition  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Edward  Falls. 

f.  Location:  On  Limestone  Creek  at 
Edward  Falls,  in  the  Town  of  Manlius, 
Onondaga  County,  New  York. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a)— 825(r). 

h.  Applicant  contact:  Paul  V.  Nolan, 
Esquire,  6219  North  19th  Street, 
Arlington.  VA  22205  (703)  534-5509. 
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i.  FERC  Contact-  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  23, 1992. 

k.  Competing  Application:  Project  No. 
11202-000,  Date  Filed:  November  7, 1991. 

l.  Description  of  Project  The  proposed 
project  would  consist  of  the  following 
facilities:  (a)  an  existing  350-foot-long 
and  24-foot-high  dam;  (2)  an  existing 
reservoir  having  a  surface  area  of  3.5 
acres;  (3)  a  4.5-diameter  and  730-foot- 
long  penstock;  (4)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  containing  two  generating 
units  having  a  total  installed  capacity  of 
800  kilowatts;  (5)  an  existing  330-foot- 
long,  13.2-kilovolt  transmission  line;  and 
(6)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  dam  is 
owned  by  Enders  Road  Developent 
Corporation  and  the  average  annual 
generation  is  3.0212  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  expects  the  cost  of  the  studies 
to  be  $150,000.00. 

m.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A8,  AlO, 
B,  C,  and  D2. 

4.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11223-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  January  13, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  L&D  24  Hydro 
Associates. 

e.  Name  of  Project  L&D  24 
Hydroelectric  Project. 

f  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Clarksville,  Pike  County,  Missouri 
and  Calhoun  County,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a)— 825{r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  L&D  24  Hydro 
Associates,  c/o  Louis  Rosenman,  Suite 
1200, 1875  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20009,  (202)  986-8138. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Mary  Golato  (dt) 
(202)  219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  29, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers  Lock 
and  Dam  24  and  would  consist  of:  (a)  a 
proposed  powerhouse  containing  four 
7.5  meter  pit-type  units  at  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  50  megawatts;  and 
(b)  existing  transmission  lines.  The 
project  would  have  an  average  annual 
generation  of  245,000,000  kilowatthours. 
The  applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
the  studies  will  be  approximately 
$250,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7,  A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

5.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11224-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  January  13, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  L&D  25  Hydro 
Associates. 

e.  Name  of  Project  L&D  25 
Hydroelectric  Project. 


f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  WinHeld.  Lincoln  Coimty,  Missouri 
and  Calhoun  County  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a)  825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  LW  25  Hydro 
Associates,  c/o  Louis  Rosenman,  Suite 
1200, 1875  Connecticut  Ave.,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20009  (202)  98&-813a 

i.  FERC  Contact  Mary  Golato  (dt) 

(202)  219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  29, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  U.S.  Corps  of  Engineers  Lock 
and  Dam  25  and  would  consist  of:  (a)  a 
proposed  powerhouse  containing  four 
7.5  meter  pit-type  units  at  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  50  megawatts;  and 
(b)  existing  transmission  lines.  The 
project  would  have  an  averge  annual 
generation  of  246,000,000  kilowatthours. 
The  applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of 
the  studies  will  be  approximately 
$200,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7,  A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

6.  a.  Type  of  applications:  PteVaamary 
Permits, 

b.  Project  Nos.:  11229-000  through 
11238-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  January  15, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Public  Utility  District  No. 
1  of  Lewis  Coimty. 

e.  Locations:  In  Gifford  Pinchot 
National  Forest,  in  Lewis  County, 
Washington. 

f.  FyVed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  U.S.C.  791(a)— S25(r}. 

g.  Applicant  Contact  Mr.  Gary  Kalish, 
PUD  No.  1  of  Lewis  County,  321  N.W. 
Paciflc  Avenue,  Chehalis,  WA  98532, 
(206)  748-9261. 

h.  FERC  Contact  Michael  Spencer  at 
(202)  219-2846. 

i.  Comment  Date:  May  6, 1992. 

j.  Description  of  Project:  Each  of  the 
following  projects  is  in  competition  for 
the  site  as  noted. 

P-11229  competes  with  P-11182.  The 
project  would  consist  of  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  concrete  diversion  dam  on  Summit 
Creek;  (2)  a  10-foot-high  diversion  dam 
on  Carlton  Creek;  (3)  10-foot-diameter, 
2,500-foot-long  tunnel  between  the 
diversions;  (4)  a  10-foot-diameter, 
14,000-foot-long  tunnel  to  the 
powerhouse;  (5)  a  powerhouse 
containing  a  generating  unit  with  a 
capacity  of  19  MW  and  an  average 
annual  generation  of  72.3  GWh;  (6)  a  10- 
mile-long  transmission  line;  and  (7)  three 
access  roads,  one  1,500  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse,  one  1,000  feet  long  to  the 
Summit  Creek  diversion,  and  one  1,200 
feet  long  to  the  Carlton  Creek  diversion. 
Townsldp  14  N.  Range  10  E,  and 
Sections  10. 11, 14, 15. 16. 17  and  20. 


P-11230  competes  with  P-11183.  The 
project  would  consist  of  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  concrete  diversion  dam  on  Clear 
Folk  Cowlitz  Riven  (2)  a  10-foot-high 
diversion  dam  on  Cortright  Creek;  (3)  a 
10-foot-high  diversion  dam  on  Dam 
Creek;  (4)  10-foot-diameter,  6,500-foot- 
long  tunnel  between  the  diversions  on 
Cortright  and  Dam  Creeks;  (5)  a  10-foot- 
diameter,  17,000-foot-long  main  tunnel  to 
the  poweibouse;  (5)  a  powerhouse 
containing  a  generating  unit  with  a 
capacity  of  30.5  MW  and  an  average 
annual  generation  of  128.5  GWh;  (6)  a  7- 
mile-long  transmission  line;  and  (7)  four 
access  roads,  one  1,000  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse,  one  3,000  feet  long  on  the 
main  stem,  one  1,810  feet  long  to  the 
Cortright  Creek  diversion,  and  one  400 
feet  long  to  the  Dam  Creek  diversion. 
Township  14  N.  Range  10  E.  and 
Sections  22,  26,  27,  28,  and  29. 

P-11231  competes  with  P-11184.  The 
project  would  consist  of  (1)  a  10-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Coal  Creek;  (2)  a 
5-foot-high  diversion  dam  on  Lost  Creek; 
(3)  38-inch-diamter,  1,000-foot-long 
penstock  between  the  diversions;  (4)  a 
38-inch-diameter.  16,000-foot-Iong 
penstock  to  the  powerhouse;  (5)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  generating  unit 
with  a  capacity  of  5.5  MW  and  an 
average  annual  generation  of  21.2  GWh; 

(6)  a  5-mile-long  transmission  line;  and 

(7)  two  access  roads,  one  1,000  feet  long 
to  the  powerhouse,  and  one  along  the 
penstock  route.  Township  13  N.  Range 
10  E.  and  Sections  6,  7, 8,  9,  and  16. 

P-11232  competes  with  P-11185.  The 
project  would  consists  of:  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Johnson  Creek; 

(2)  a  10-foot-high  diversion  dam  on 
Smith  Creek;  (3)  10-foot-diameter, 
21.500-foot-long  tunnel  will  connect  the 
diversions  to  the  poweibouse;  (4)  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  generating  unit 
with  a  capacity  of  23.2  MW  and  an 
average  annual  generation  of  65.2  GWh; 

(5)  a  3-mile-long  Transmission  line;  and 

(6)  two  access  roads,  one  5,030  feet  long 
to  the  Smith  Creek  diversion,  cmd  one 
500  feet  long  to  the  Johnson  Creek 
diversion  Township  13  N,  Range  9  E, 
and  Sections  32  and  33,  and  Township 
12  N,  Range  9  E  Sections  4, 9, 10, 11,  and 
12. 

P-11233  competes  with  P-11188.  The 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Butter  Creek;  (2) 
4.5-foot-diameter,  14,000-foot-long 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
generating  unit  with  a  capacity  of  7.2 
MW  and  an  average  annual  generation 
of  28.4  GWh;  (4)  a  2.5-mi)e-long 
transmission  line;  and  (5)  two  access 
roads,  one  2,210  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse  and  one  2,100  feet  long  to 
the  Butter  Creek  diversion.  Township  14 


HE 
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N,  Range  9  E.  Sections  28  and  33.  and 
Township  13  N,  Range  9  E  Sections  3, 4, 

9.  and  10. 

P-11234  competes  with  P-11187.  The 
project  would  consist  of  two 
developments.  The  upper  development 
will  consist  of:  (1)  a  10-foot-high 
diversion  dam  on  upper  Williame  Creek; 
(2)  3.5-foot-diameter,  5,000-foot-long 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
generating  unit  with  a  capacity  of  2.9 
MW;  and  (4)  two  access  roads,  one  1,700 
fleet  long  to  the  powerhouse,  and  one 
3,000  feet  long  to  the  upper  diversion. 

The  lower  development  will  consist 
of:  (1)  a  12-foot-high  diversion  dam  on 
the  main  stem;  (2)  a  10-foot-high 
diversion  dam  on  the  South  Fork 
Williame  Creek;  (3)  a  4-foot-diameter, 
8,600-foot-long  penstock  from  the  main 
diversion  to  a  confluence;  (4)  a  2.5-foot- 
diameter,  4,400-foot-long  penstock  from 
the  South  Ford  diversion  to  a 
confluence;  (5)  a  4.75-foot-diameter, 
5,400-foot-iong  penstock  from  the 
confluence  to  the  powerhouse;  (6]  a 
powerhouse  containing  a  generating  unit 
with  a  capacity  of  5.8  MW;  and  (7)  three 
access  roads,  one  1,000  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse,  one  1,200  feet  long  to  the 
South  diversion,  and  one  2,915  feet  long 
to  the  main  stem  diversion.  Township  13 
N.  Range  8  E,  Sections  13  and  25,  and 
Township  13  N.  Range  9  E  Sections  18, 

19,  30,  and  31. 

P-11235  competes  with  P-11188.  The 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  concrete  diversion  dam  on  Silver 
Creek:  (2)  a  13-foot-high  diversion  dam 
on  Lynx  Creek;  (3)  a  10-foot-high 
diversion  dam  on  Lake  Creek;  (4)  a  10- 
foot-diameter.  18,000-foot-long  tunnel 
from  Lynx  Creek  to  a  confluence:  (5)  a 
10-foot-diameter,  5,300-foot-long  tunnel 
from  Silver  Creek  and  Lake  Creek  to  the 
confluence;  (5)  a  7.5-foot-diameter,  1.600- 
foot-long  tunnel  from  the  confluence  to 
the  powerhouse;  (6)  a  powerhouse 
containing  a  generating  unit  with  a 
capacity  of  16  MW  and  an  average 
annual  generation  of  59.3  GWh;  (7)  a  2- 
mile-long  transmission  line;  and  (8)  three 
access  roads,  one  2,900  feet  long  to  the 
Lake  Creek  diversion,  one  2,910  feet  long 
to  the  Lynx  Creek  diversion,  and  one 
2,515  feet  long  to  the  Silver  Creek 
diversion.  Township  13  N,  Range  7  E, 
and  Sections  21.  22,  27,  28,  33.  and  34. 
and  Township  12  N,  Range  7  E  and 
Sections  3  and  10. 

P-11236  competes  with  P-11189.  The 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  15-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Yellow  Jacket 
Creek;  (2)  10-foot-diameter,  11,900-foot- 
long  tunnel.  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing 
a  generating  unit  with  capacity  of  10.1 
MW  and  an  average  annual  generation 
of  37.5  GWh;  (5)  a  10-mile-long 
transmission  line;  and  (6)  two  access 


roads,  one  1,910  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse,  and  one  7,340  feet  long  to 
the  Yellow  Jacket  Creek  diversion. 
Township  11  N,  Range  8  E,  Sections  20, 
28,  29  and  33. 

P-11237  competes  with  P-11190.  The 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Greenhorn  Creek; 
(2)  38-inch-diameter,  13,400-foot-long 
penstock:  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
generating  unit  with  a  capacity  of  5.1 
MW  and  an  average  annual  generation 
of  19.7  GWh;  (5J  a  12-mile-tong 
transmission  line;  and  (6)  two  access 
roads,  one  600  feet  long  to  the 
powerhouse,  and  one  5,280  feet  long  to 
accommodate  the  penstock.  Township 
11  N,  Range  7  E,  Sections  14, 15,  23,  26, 
and  27. 

P-11238  competes  with  P-11191.  The 
project  would  consist  of:  (1)  a  13-foot- 
high  diversion  dam  on  Iron  Creek;  (2)  a 
5.25-foot-diameter.  22,000-foot-long 
penstock;  (3)  a  powerhouse  containing  a 
generating  unit  with  a  capacity  of  14.1 
MW  and  an  average  annual  generation 
of  54.4  GWh;  (5)  a  8-mile-long 
transmission  line;  and  (6)  one  access 
road  600  feet  long  to  the  powerhouse. 
Township  11  N.  Range  7  E.  Sections  19, 
30,  and  31.  Township  10  N,  Range  7  E, 
Sections  6,  7,  and  8. 

k.  Purpose  of  Projects:  Project  power 
would  be  sold. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  Ad,  AlO, 
B,  C.  and  D2. 

7.  a.  Type  af  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11239-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  January  16. 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Elkhart  County,  Board  of 
County  Commissioners,  117  North 
Second  Street,  Goshen,  Indiana  46526. 

e.  Name  of  Praject:  Goshen  Water 
Power  Project. 

f.  Location:  on  the  Elkhart  River,  near 
Goshen,  Elkhart  County,  Indiana. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825{r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  John  E.  Fisher, 
Lawson-Fisher  Associates,  525  West 
Washington  Street,  South  Bend,  Indiana 
46601,  (219J  534-3541. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  24. 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  consist  of  the 
following  facilities:  (aj  an  existing  dam 
with  a  200-foot-wide  concrete  spillway 
and  a  gabion  emergency  drawdown 
structure:  (b)  an  existing  reservoir  with 
a  maximum  storage  capacity  of 
approximately  3,100  acre-feet  with  a 
surface  area  of  about  765  acres;  (c)  a 
proposed  powerhouse  containing  two 
turbine-generating  units  at  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  400  kilowatts;  (d)  a 


proposed  1-mile-long  transmission  line; 
and  (e)  appurtenant  facilities.  The  dam 
is  owned  by  Elkhart  County  Department 
of  Parks  and  Recreation.  The  average 
annual  generation  is  estimated  to  be 
2,223,000  kilowatthours. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7, 
A9.  AlO.  B.  C.  and  D2. 

8,  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11241-000. 

c.  Date  Filed:  January  21, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Vermont  Hydro 
Associates. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  West  Rutland 
Pumped  Storage. 

f.  Location:  Near  the  Casteleton  River 
in  the  Town  of  West  Rutland,  Rutland 
County,  Vermont. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a}-825(rj. 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Louis 
Rosenman,  1725  DeSales  Street,  NW., 
suite  800,  Washington,  DC  20036,  202- 
659-6568. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Charles  T.  Raabe 
(tag)  (202)  219-2811. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  30, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project-  Applicant 
proposes  to  study  two  closed-loop 
alternatives.  Alternative  1  would  consist 
of:  (1)  an  upper  reservoir  having  1,240 
acre-foot  useable  storage  capacity  at 
water  surface  elevation  1400  feet  msl;  (2) 
a  13-foot-diameter,  1,170-foot-deep 
vertical  shaft;  (3)  a  15-foot-diameter, 
6,5000-foot-long  tunnel;  (4)  an 
underground  powerhouse  containing 
two  turbine/pump  units  each  rated  at 
80-MW  at  a  1,210-foot-maximum  head; 
(5)  existing  quarries  utilized  as  a  lower 
reservoir  having  water  surface  elevation 
500  feet  msl:  (6)  a  13.8/ll5-kV 
switchyard:  (7)  a  1.8-mile-long,  115-kv 
transmission  line;  and  (8)  appurtenant 
facilities.  Alternative  2  would  consists 
of:  (1)  an  upper  reservoir  having  1,500 
acre-foot  useable  storage  capacity  at 
water  surface  elevation  1460  feet  msl;  (2) 
a  13-foot-diameter,  200-foot-deep 
vertical  shaft:  (3)  a  15-foot-diameter, 
8,700-foot-long  tunnel:  (4)  an 
underground  powerhouse  containing 
two  turbine/pump  units  each  rated  at 
100-MW  at  a  1,270-foot-maximum  head: 
(5)  existing  quarries  utilized  as  a  lower 
reservoir  having  water  surface  elevation 
500  feet  msl;  (6)  a  13.8/ll5-kV 
switchyard;  (7)  a  1.8-mile-long,  115-kV 
transmission  line;  and  (8)  appurtenant 
facilities. 

The  project  would  be  interconnected 
to  the  existing  West  Rutland  Substation. 
Applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  the  permit  would  be 
$350,000.  Project  energy  would  be  sold 
to/purchased  .from  one  or  more  electric 
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utilities.  The  existing  quarries  are 
owned  by  Gawet  Marble  &  Granite,  Inc. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A5,  A7, 
A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

9.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11245-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  9  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Harpers  ferry,  Allamakee  County, 
Iowa,  and  Crawford  County,  Wisconsin. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant,  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a)— 825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle,  Iowa  Hydropower  Development 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  suite 
1620,  Lexington,  Kentucky  40515  (606) 
271-4781, 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  8, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  following  facilities:  (1)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  2.5 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  10  MW  and  (2)  a 
new,  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Guttenberg,  Iowa. 
The  total  estimated  average  annual 
energy  production  of  the  proposed 
project  is  95.9  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  permit  would  be  $100,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7,  A9,  AlO,  B,  C,  and  D2. 

10.  a.  Type  of  Application: 

Preliminary  Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11246-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  10  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Guttenberg.  Clayton  County,  Iowa, 
and  Grant  County,  Wisconsin. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle,  Iowa  Hydropower  Development 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  Suite 
#1620,  Lexington,  Kentucky  40515  (606) 
271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  7, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 


the  following  facilities:  (1)  a  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  4.2 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  16.8  MW  and  (2)  a 
new.  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Guttenberg,  Iowa. 
The  total  estimated  average  annual 
energy  production  of  the  proposed 
project  is  95.9  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  permit  would  be  $170,000. 

I.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5. 
A7.  A9.  AlO.  B.  C.  and  D2. 

II.  a.  Type  of  Application: 

Preliminary  Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11247-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  11  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Dubuque,  Dubuque  County  Iowa, 
and  Jo  Daviees  County,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle,  Iowa  Hydropower  Development 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive, 

Suite  #1620,  Lexington,  Kentucky  40515, 
(606)  271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

\.  Comment  Date:  April  28, 1992. 

k.  Discrip  tion  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  following  facilities:  (1)  A  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  3.5 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  14  MW  and  (2)  a 
new,  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Dubuque,  Iowa.  The 
total  estimated  average  annual  energy 
production  of  the  proposed  project  is 
91.1  gigawatthours.  The  applicant 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  studies 
under  permit  would  be  $140,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7.  A9.  AlO.  B.  C,  and  D2. 

12.  a.  Type  of  Application: 

Preliminary  Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11248-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  12  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Bellevue,  Jackson  County,  Iowa, 
and  Jo  Daviees  County,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 


h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle,  Iowa  Hydropower  Development 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  Suite 
#1620,  Lexington.  Kentucky  40515  (606) 
271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  7, 1992. 

k.  Discription  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  following  facilities:  (1)  A  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  2.05 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  8.2  MW  and  (2)  a 
new,  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Bellevue,  Iowa.  The 
total  estimated  average  annual  energy 
production  of  the  proposed  project  is 
36.5  gigawatthours.  The  applicant 
estimates  that  the  cost  of  the  studies 
under  permit  would  be  $82,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7,  A9,  AlO.  BB.  C.  and  D2. 

13,  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11249^-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4. 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  13  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Clinton.  Clinton  County,  Iowa,  and 
Whiteside  County,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact:  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle.  Iowa  Hydropower  Development 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  suite 
#1620,  Lexington.  Kentucky  40515,  (606) 
271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact:  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  May  7, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project:  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  following  facilities:  (1)  A  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  3.8 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  15.2  MW  and  (2)  a 
new,  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Highway  67,  Iowa. 
The  total  estimated  average  annual 
energy  production  of  the  proposed 
project  is  74.2  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  nermit  would  be  $150,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7.  A9.  AlO.  B.  C.  and  D2. 
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14.  a.  Type  of  Application;  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11250-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant:  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project:  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  16  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Muscatine,  Muscatine  County. 

Iowa,  and  Rock  Island,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791(a)*825{r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle.  Iowa  Hydropower  Elevelopment 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  suite 
#1020,  Lexington,  Kentucky  40515.  (606) 
271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  29. 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  following  facilities:  (1)  A  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  3.25 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  13  MW  and  (2)  a 
new,  35-kiIovolt  transmission  line  hvm 
the  project  poweriiouse  to  the  existing 
transmission  line  at  Hi^way  61,  Iowa. 
The  total  estimated  average  annual 
energy  production  of  the  proposed 
project  is  67.8  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  permit  would  be  $130,000. 

l.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5, 
A7.  A9,  AlO,  a  C,  and  D2. 

15.  a.  Type  of  Application:  Preliminary 
Permit. 

b.  Project  No.:  11251-000. 

c.  Date  filed:  February  4, 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Iowa  Hydropower 
Development  Corporation. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Mississippi  River 
Lock  &  Dam  No.  18  Project. 

f.  Location:  On  the  Mississippi  River, 
near  Burlington,  Des  Moines  County, 
Iowa,  and  Henderson  County,  Illinois. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power 
Act  16  U.S.C.  791  (a)-825(r). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Mr.  Justin 
Rundle,  Iowa  Hydropower  Envelopment 
Corporation,  3900  Crosby  Drive,  suite 
#1620,  Lexington,  Kentucky  40515,  (606) 
271-4781. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Mary  Golato  (202) 
219-2804. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  29. 1992. 

k.  Description  ofPn^ectThe 
proposed  project  would  utilize  the 
existing  Corps  dam  and  would  consist  of 
the  followutg  facilities;  (1)  A  proposed 
powerhouse  consisting  of  four  pit 
turbine-generator  units  rated  at  2.75 
megawatts  (MW)  each,  for  a  total 
installed  capacity  of  11  MW  and  (2)  a 


new,  35-kilovolt  transmission  line  from 
the  project  powerhouse  to  the  existii^ 
transmission  Hne  at  Midway  99,  Iowa. 
The  total  estimated  average  annual 
energy  production  of  the  proposed 
project  is  44.8  gigawatthours.  The 
applicant  estimates  that  the  cost  of  the 
studies  under  permit  would  be  $1104X)0. 

1.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  A3,  A5. 
A7,  A9.  AlO,  B,  C.  and  D2. 

16.  a.  Type  of  Filing:  Requests  for 
Extensions  of  Time  to  Commence 
Project  Construction. 

b.  Applicant  Arkansas  Electric 
Cooperative,  Corporation. 

c.  Project  No.:  P-3033-006.  Lock  & 

Dam  No.  2  located  on  tiie  Aricansas 
River  in  Desha  and  Arkansas  Counties, 
in  Arkansas. 

d.  Project  No.:  P-3034-006.  Lock  & 

Dam  No.  3  located  on  the  Arkansas 
River  in  Jefferson  and  Lincoln  Counties, 
in  Arkansas. 

e.  Date  Filed:  February  24. 1992. 

f.  Pursuant  to:  Federal  Power  Act.  16 
U.S.C.  806. 

g.  Applicants  Contacts:  Carl  S. 
Whillock,  President  and  CEO.  Arkansas 
EJectric  Cooperative  Corporation,  PX). 
Box  194208,  Little  Roadk,  AR  72219- 
4208,  (501)  570-2200.  Robert  M.  Lyford, 
Vice  Resident  and  General  Counsel  for 
Arkansas  Electric  Cooperative 
Corporation,  P.O.  Box  194208,  Little 
Roak,  AR  72219-4208,  (501)  570-2200. 

h.  FERC  Contact  Mr.  Lynn  R.  Miles, 
(202) 219-2671. 

i.  Comment  Date:  April  13, 1992. 

j.  Description  of  the  Request.*  Pursuant 
to  Public  Law  No.  102-240, 105  Stat 
1914,  section  1075(b)  of  the  Intermodal 
Surface  Transportation  Efficiency  Act  of 
1991,  the  licensee  requests  that  the 
deadline  for  the  acquisition  of  real 
property  and  the  commencement  of 
construction  on  FERC  Project  No,  3033 
be  extended  to  August  10, 1904,  and  the 
deadline  for  completion  of  construction 
on  FERC  Project  No.  3034  be  extended  to 
August  10, 1999.  The  licensee  also 
requests  that  the  deadline  for  the 
acquisition  of  real  property  and  the 
commencement  of  construction  on  the 
project  be  extended  to  August  10, 1996, 
and  the  deadline  for  completion  of 
construction  on  the  project  be  extended 
to  August  10,  2001. 

k.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

17.  a.  Type  of  Application: 
Declaratory  Order. 

b.  Project  Noj  EL9^1&-000. 

c.  Date  Filed:  February  11. 1992. 

d.  Applicant  Carle  E.  Hitchcock. 

e.  Name  of  Project  Sheboygan  Pails 
Hydropower  Project. 


f.  Location:  Sheboygan  River, 
Sheboygan  County,  Sheboygan  Falls, 
Wisconsin. 

g.  Filed  Pursuant  to:  Section  23  (b)  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act.  18  U.S.C.  817(b). 

h.  Applicant  Contact  Carl  E. 

Hitchcock,  423  Green  Tree  Road,  Kohler, 
WI  53044.  (414)  452-2624. 

i.  FERC  Contact  Etta  Foster,  (202) 
219-2679. 

j.  Comment  Date:  April  20, 1992. 

k.  Description  of  Project  The  existing 
Sheboygan  Falls  Inject  consists  of:  (1) 

A  10-foot-high,  175-foot-long  dam;  (2)  a 
10-foot-hi^  reservoir  with  an  estimated 
surface  area  of  3.75  acres  and  a  storage 
of  15  acre-feet;  (3)  a  power-house 
containing  a  60  kW  mduction  generator; 

(4)  a  30-foot-long  transmission  line;  and 

(5)  appurtenant  facilities. 

When  a  Declaratory  Order  is  filed 
with  the  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  the  Federal  Power  requires 
the  Commission  to  investigate  and 
determine  if  the  interests  of  interstate  or 
foreign  commerce  would  be  affected  by 
the  project.  The  Commission  also 
determines  whether  or  not  the  project: 

(1)  Would  be  located  on  a  navigable 
waterwa3f;  (2)  would  occupy  or  affect 
public  lands  or  reservations  of  the 
United  States;  (3)  would  utilize  surplus 
water  or  water  power  from  a 
government  dam;  or  (4)  if  applicable,  has 
involved  or  would  involve  any 
construction  subsequent  to  1935  that 
may  have  increased  or  would  increase 
the  project’s  head  or  generating 
capacity,  or  have  otherwise  significantly 
modified  the  project's  pre-1935  design  or 
operation. 

l.  Purpose  of  Project  Applicant 
intends  to  sell  energy  to  the  Sheboygan 
Falls  Utility  for  consumption  in  their 
grid. 

m.  This  notice  also  consists  of  the 
following  standard  paragraphs:  B,  C, 
and  D2. 

Standard  Paragraphs 

A3.  Development  Application — Any 
qualified  development  applicant 
desiring  to  file  a  competing  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  the  specified  comment  date  for 
the  particular  application,  a  competing 
development  application,  or  a  notice  of 
intent  to  file  such  an  application. 
Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  developm^  aj^fication  no 
later  than  120  days  after  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application.  Applications  for  preliminary 
permits  will  not  be  accepted  in  response 
to  this  notice. 

A5.  Preliminary  Permit — Anyone 
desiring  to  file  a  completing  a^rplication 
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for  a  preliminary  permit  for  a  proposed 
project  must  submit  the  competing 
application  itself,  or  a  notice  of  intent  to 
nie  such  an  application,  to  the 
Conunission  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application  (see  18  CFR  4.36). 

Submission  of  a  timely  notice  of  intent 
allows  an  interested  person  to  file  the 
competing  preliminary  permit 
application  no  later  than  30  days  after 
the  specified  comment  date  for  the 
particular  application.  A  competing 
preliminary  permit  application  must 
conform  with  18  CFR  4.30  (b)(1)  and  (9) 
and  4.36. 

A7.  Preliminary  Permit — Any  qualified 
development  applicant  desiring  to  file  a 
competing  development  application 
must  submit  to  the  Commission,  on  or 
before  the  specified  comment  date  for 
the  particular  application,  either  a 
competing  development  application  or  a 
notice  of  intent  to  file  such  an 
application.  Submission  of  a  timely 
notice  of  intent  to  Hie  a  development 
application  allows  an  interested  person 
to  file  the  competing  application  no  later 
than  120  days  after  the  specified 
comment  date  for  the  particular 
application.  A  competing  license 
application  must  conform  with  18  CFR 
4.30  (b)(1)  and  (9)  and  4.36. 

A8.  Preliminary  Permit — Public  notice 
of  the  filing  of  the  initial  preliminary 
permit  application,  which  has  already 
been  given,  established  the  due  date  for 
hling  competing  preliminary  permit 
applications  or  notices  of  intent.  Any 
competing  preliminary  permit  or 
development  application  or  notice  of 
intent  to  file  a  competing  preliminary 
permit  or  development  application  must 
be  filed  in  response  to  and  in 
compliance  with  the  public  notice  of  the 
initial  preliminary  permit  application. 

No  competing  applications  or  notices  of 
intent  to  file  competing  applications  may 
be  filed  in  response  to  this  notice.  A 
competing  license  application  must 
conform  with  18  CFR  4.30  (b)(1)  and  (9) 
and  4.36. 

A9.  Notice  of  intent — ^A  notice  of 
intent  must  specify  the  exact  name, 
business  address,  and  telephone  number 
of  the  prospective  applicant,  include  an 
unequivocal  statement  of  intent  to 
submit,  if  such  an  application  may  be 
filed,  either  (1)  a  preliminary  permit 
application  or  (2)  a  development 
application  (specify  which  type  of 
application),  and  be  served  on  the 
applicant(s)  named  in  this  public  notice. 

AlO.  Proposed  Scope  of  Studies  under 
Permit — A  preliminary  permit,  if  issued, 
does  not  authorize  construction.  The 
term  of  the  proposed  preliminary  permit 
would  be  36  months.  The  work  proposed 
under  the  preliminary  permit  would 


include  economic  analysis,  preparation 
of  preliminary  engineering  plans,  and  a 
study  of  environmental  impacts.  Based 
on  the  results  of  these  studies,  the 
Applicant  would  decide  whether  to 
proceed  with  the  preparation  of  a 
development  application  to  construct 
and  operate  the  project. 

B.  Comments,  Protests,  or  Motions  to 
Intervene — Anyone  may  submit 
comments,  a  protest,  or  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  Rules  of  Practice 
and  Procedure.  18  CFR  385.210,  .211, 

.214.  In  determining  the  appropriate 
action  to  take,  the  Commission  will 
consider  all  protests  or  other  comments 
filed,  but  only  those  who  file  a  motion  to 
intervene  in  accordance  with  the 
Commission's  Rules  may  become  a 
party  to  the  proceeding.  Any  comments, 
protests,  or  motions  to  intervene  must 
be  received  on  or  before  the  specified 
comment  data  for  the  particular 
application. 

C.  Filing  and  Service  of  Responsive 
Documents-Any  filings  must  bear  in  all 
capital  letters  the  title“COMMENTS", 
“NOTICE  OF  INTENT  TO  RLE  COMPETING 
APPUCATION’’,  “COMPETING 
APPUCATION",  “PROTEST",  “MOTION  TO 
INTERVENE",  as  applicable,  and  the 
Project  Number  of  the  particular 
application  to  which  the  filing  refers. 

Any  of  the  above-named  documents 
must  be  filed  by  providing  the  original 
and  the  number  of  copies  provided  by 
the  Commission's  regulations  to:  The 
Secretary,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street, 
N.E.,  Washington,  D.C.  20426.  An 
additional  copy  must  be  sent  to  Director, 
Division  of  Project  Review,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission,  Room 
1027,  at  the  above-mentioned  address.  A 
copy  of  any  notice  of  intent,  competing 
application  or  motion  to  intervene  must 
also  be  served  upon  each  representative 
of  the  Applicant  specified  in  the 
particular  application. 

D2.  Agency  Comments — Federal, 
state,  and  local  agencies  are  invited  to 
file  comments  on  the  described 
application.  A  copy  of  the  application 
may  be  obtained  by  agencies  directly 
from  the  Applicant.  If  an  agency  does 
not  file  comments  within  the  time 
specified  for  filing  comments,  it  will  be 
presumed  to  have  no  comments.  One 
copy  of  an  agency's  comments  must  also 
be  sent  to  the  Applicant's 
representatives. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992,  Washington,  DC. 
Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6498  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  PL92-1-000] 

Incentive  Ratemaking  for  Interstate 
Natural  Gas  Pipelines,  Oil  Pipelines, 
and  Electric  Utilities;  Proposed  Poiicy 
Statement  on  Incentive  Reguiation 

March  13. 1992. 

AGENCY:  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  DOE 
action:  Notice  of  proposed  policy 
statement. 

summary:  The  Commission  is  inviting 
comments  on  a  proposed  policy 
statement  on  incentive  ratemaking  for 
interstate  natural  gas  pipelines,  oil 
pipelines  and  electric  utilities.  The 
proposed  policy  statement  would  define 
the  essential  elements  of  incentive 
ratemaking  policy.  It  also  proposes  to 
invite  natural  gas  pipelines,  oil  pipelines 
and  electric  utilities  to  file  incentive 
ratemaking  proposals  for  gas  and  oil 
transportation  and  wholesale  electric 
service,  and  it  proposes  guidelines  for 
companies  to  use  in  fashioning  incentive 
proposals. 

DATES:  Comments  are  due  on  April  27, 
1992.  Reply  Comments  are  due  on  May 
12, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  An  original  and  14  copies  of 
the  written  comments  should  be 
addressed  to  the  Secretary,  Federal 
Energy  Regulatory  Commission.  825 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 
DC  20426,  and  should  refer  to  Docket 
No.  PL92-1-000. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Michael  P.  Lynch,  Office  of  Economic 
Policy,  Federal  Energy  Regulatory 
Commission,  825  North  Capitol  Street. 
NE..  Washington.  DC  20426,  (202)  20ft- 
2210. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 

addition  to  publishing  the  full  text  of  this 
document  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
Commission  also  provides  all  interested 
persons  an  opportunity  to  inspect  or 
copy  the  contents  of  this  document 
during  normal  business  hours  in  room 
3308,  941  North  Capitol  Street,  NE., 
Washington,  DC. 

The  Commission  Issuance  Posting 
System  (CIPS),  an  electronic  bulletin 
board  service,  provides  access  to  the 
texts  of  formal  documents  issued  by  the 
Commission.  CIPS  is  available  at  no 
charge  to  the  user  and  may  be  accessed 
using  a  personal  computer  with  a 
modem  by  dialing  (202)  208-1397.  To 
access  CIPS,  set  your  communications 
software  to  use  300,1200,  or  2400  baud, 
full  duplex,  nor  parity,  8  data  bits,  and  1 
stop  bit.  The  full  text  of  this  notice  of 
proposed  policy  statement  will  be 
available  on  CIPS  for  30  days  from  the 
date  of  issuance.  The  complete  text  on 
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diskette  in  WordPerfect  format  may  also 
be  purchased  from  the  Commission’s 
copy  contractor.  La  Dom  Systems 
Corporation,  also  located  in  3104, 941 
North  Capitol  Street  NE.,  Washington, 

DC  20426. 

I.  Introduction 

The  Commission  has  used  cost-of- 
service  rate  regulation  as  a  regulatory 
tool  for  preventing  pipelines  and  electric 
utilities  for  exercising  market  power. 
Recently,  the  Commission  has  allowed 
individual  companies  to  depart  from 
cost-of-service  regulation  and  set 
market-based  rates  if  they  could  show 
they  lacked  signiHcant  market  power  or 
had  mitigated  market  power.*  Now,  the 
Commission  is  interested  in  providing 
alternatives  to  traditional  cost-of- 
service  regulation  for  companies  with 
market  power,  especially  alternatives 
that  encourage  productive  efficiency, 
result  in  lower  rates  to  consumers  and 
provide  utilities  the  opportunity  to  earn 
higher  returns.  In  this  proceeding,  the 
Commission  proposes  to  dehne  the 
essential  elements  of  an  incentive 
ratemaking  policy  and  proposes  to  set 
guidelines  for  utilities  that  choose  to 
submit  specific  incentive  rate  proposals 
for  natural  gas  pipeline  and  oil  pipeline 
transportation  service  and  wholesale 
electric  service. 

It  must  be  emphasized  that  incentive 
regulation  is  an  alternative  to  cost-of- 
service  regulation  for  utilities  in  non¬ 
competitive  markets.  The  goals  are  to 
lower  costs,  reduce  administrative 
burdens  and  improve  pricing  and 
services.  The  Commission  also 
emphasizes  that  incentive  rates  are  not 
a  substitute  for  market-based  rates 
where  markets  are  workably 
competitive,  or  where  there  is  no 
exercise  of  maricet  power.  Incentive 
regulation  is  an  alternative  to  traditional 
cost-of-service  regulation  that  gives 
greater  emphasis  to  productive 
efficiency  in  non-competitive  markets. 
The  Commission  proposes  to  invite 
companies  to  file  incentive  ratemaking 
proposals  consistent  with  the  principles 
laid  out  in  a  final  policy  statement 
issued  after  our  review  of  the  public 
comments.  The  Commission  recognizes 
that  there  is  a  relationship  between  this 

'  See,  El  Paso  Natural  Gas  Company.  54 
FERClSl.Sie.  reh'g  granted  and  denied  in  part,  58 
FERC 1  61.290  (1991);  Transcontinental  Gas  Pipe 
Line  Corp.,  53  FERC  f  61,446.  reh’g  granted  and 
denied  in  part.  57  FERC  f  61 J45  (1991);  Darmouth 
Power  Associates  Limited  Partnership.  53  FERC 
I  61.117  (1990):  Pacific  Gas  a  Electric  Co..  44  FERC 
1  61,010  (1968);  Public  Service  Company  of  Indiana, 
51  FERC  1 61.367  (1990);  Enron  Power  Entmprise 
Corp..  52  FERC)  61.193  (1090):  Commonwealth 
Atlantic  Limited  Partnership.  54  FERC  1 61.288 
(1991);  and  WallkiU  Generating  Company.  LP.,  56 
FERC  16U)87  (1991). 


proposed  policy  statement  and  any 
restmcturing  proceedings  necessitated 
as  a  result  of  the  final  rule  in  Docket  No. 
RM91-11-000,  Pipeline  Service 
Obligations  and  Revisions  to 
Regulations  Governing  Self- 
Implementing  Transportation  Under  Part 
284  of  the  Commission’s  Regulations. 
Thus,  after  a  review  of  the  comments 
filed  here,  the  Commission  will  issue 
guidance  on  how  this  policy  statement 
affects  those  restructuring  proceedings. 

II.  Overview 

The  key  feature  distinguishing 
incentive  regulation  from  traditional 
cost-of-service  regulation  is  the 
relationship  between  the  utility's  costs 
and  its  rates.  Traditional  regulation 
places  limits  on  profits  as  a  substitute 
for  the  downward  pressure  on  prices 
that  exists  in  competitive  markets.  Thus 
utility  rates  reflect  the  cost-of-service 
plus  an  allowed  return  on  equity.  Lower 
costs  translate  into  lower  rates,  although 
possibly  with  a  lag. 

Incentive  regulation  places  limitations 
on  price  rather  than  profit,  with  the 
expectation  that  utilities  will 
aggressively  cut  costs  in  order  to 
maximize  their  return.  This  is 
accomplished  by  relaxing  the  tie 
between  a  utility’s  costs  and  its  rates. 
Lower  costs  do  not  automatically 
translate  into  dollar-for-dollar 
reductions  in  rates.  Incentive  regulation 
allows  utilities  to  permanently  retain  a 
portion  of  cost  savings  as  an  inducement 
for  further  cost  reductions.  Consumers 
benefit  by  sharing  in  the  cost  savings 
through  lower  rates  than  would 
otherwise  exist  under  traditional 
regulation. 

Extending  the  time  frame  between 
rate  reviews  is  another  feature  of 
incentive  regulation,  since  currently,  for 
example,  traditional  regulation  for  most 
natural  gas  pipelines  entails  a  three-year 
periodic  rate  review.  A  longer  interval 
between  rate  reviews  gives  the  utility 
added  incentives  to  minimize  costs  and 
operate  more  efficiently. 

Of  course,  even  under  incentive 
regulation,  rate  reviews  take  place. 
However,  there  is  symmetry  in  incentive 
regulation  which  distinguishes  it  from 
traditional  regulation.  Utilities  will  be 
allowed  to  retain  a  portion  of  any  cost 
savings  and  they  will  be  required  to 
bear  all  losses  during  the  period  its 
incentive  rate  mechanism  is  in  effect. 
This  is  not  meant  to  imply  that  the 
Commission  is  abandoning  its  ri^ts  to 
conduct  an  investigation  to  determine 
the  justness  and  reasonableness  of 
natural  gas  pipeline  rates  under  section 
5  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (NGA),  oil 
pipeline  rates  under  section  13  of  the 


Interstate  Commerce  Act  (ICA),  or  an 
electric  utility’s  rates  under  section  206 
of  the  Federal  Power  Act  (FPA}. 

Traditional  regulation  is 
asymmetrical.  Between  rate  cases, 
utilities  retain  the  benefits  of  cost 
savings.  However,  in  a  subsequent  rate 
case,  the  full  amount  of  the  costs 
savings  may  generally  be  reflected  in 
lower  rates,  thereby  prospectively 
preserving  all  of  the  benefits  for 
ratepayers. 

III.  Legal  Authority 

Incentive  ratemaking  is  consistent 
with  our  general  ratemaking  authority. 

As  more  fully  discussed  below,  the 
Commission  is  not  required  to  follow 
any  specific  type  of  ratemaking  formula 
and  is  not  limited  to  designing  rates 
based  upon  traditional  cost-of-service 
ratemakii^  under  either  the  NGA,  the 
ICA.  or  the  FPA.  Indeed,  the 
Commission’s  history  of  ratemaking 
includes  past  use  of  “Fair  value”  rate 
base,  “original  cost”  rate  base  and  no 
rate  base  (i.e.,  market-based  rates). 

Section  4  of  the  NGA  requires  the 
rates  and  charges  of  natural  gas 
companies  to  be  “just  and  reasonable.” 
As  pointed  out  in  City  of  Charlottesville 
V.  FERC,  661  F.2d  945,  949  (D.C.  Cir. 

1981),  “[t]he  Natural  Gas  Act  fails  to 
prescribe  specific  standards  for 
ratemakers  to  follow.”  However,  the 
statute  has  been  interpreted  by  the 
courts  to  provide  a  framework  for 
determining  what  methods  may  be 
permissible.  The  Commission  requests 
that  parties  comment  on  what  standards 
the  Commission  should  use  in 
determining  whether  incentive  rate 
proposals  are  just  and  reasonable. 

In  FPC  V.  Hope  Natural  Gas  Co.,^  the 
Supreme  Court  stated  that; 

Under  the  statutory  standard  of  “just  and 
reasonable”  it  is  the  result  reached  and  not 
the  method  employed  which  is 
controlling  *  *  *.  It  is  not  the  theory  but  the 
impact  of  the  rate  order  which  counts.  If  the 
total  effect  of  the  rate  order  cannot  be  said  to 
be  unjust  and  unreasonable,  judicial  inquiry 
*  *  *  is  at  an  end.  The  fact  that  the  method 
employed  to  reach  that  result  may  contain 
infirmities  is  not  then  important.’ 

In  Federal  Power  Commission  v. 
Natural  Gas  Pipeline  Co.,  315  U.S.  575 
(1941),  the  Supreme  Court  addressed  the 
extent  of  the  Commission’s  authority 
under  section  4  of  the  NGA.  The  court 
stated  that  ”[t]he  Constitution  does  not 
bind  rate-making  bodies  to  the  service 
of  any  single  formula  or  combination  of 
formulas.  Agencies  to  whom  this 
legislative  power  has  been  delegated  are 

*  320  U.S.  591  (1944). 

*  Id.  at  602. 
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free,  within  the  ambit  of  their  statutory 
authority,  to  make  the  pragmatic 
adjustments  which  may  be  called  for  by 
particular  circumstances.”  315  U.S.  at 
586. 

In  Wisconsin  v.  FPC  373  U.S.  (1963), 
the  Supreme  Court,  in  affirming  the 
FPC's  use  of  area  rates,  rejected  the 
argument  that  an  individual  company’s 
cost-of-service  was  the  only  permissible 
basis  upon  which  rates  could  be  set.  In 
subsequent  area  rate  cases,  the  Supreme 
Court  upheld  the  use  of  incentive  pricing 
schemes  in  conjunction  with  area  rates 
as  a  means  of  promoting  natural  gas 
exploration  and  the  dedication  of  new 
supply  to  the  interstate  market.  In  the 
Permian  Basin  Area  Rate  Cases,  390 
U.S.  747  (1967),  the  Court  upheld  the 
Federal  Power  Conunission’s  (FPC)  area 
rate  proceeding,  including  a  two-price 
rate  structure  comprised  of  one  area 
maximum  price  for  natural  gas  produced 
from  gas  wells  and  dedicate  to 
interstate  commerce  after  January  1, 

1961,  and  a  lower  area  maximum  price 
for  ail  other  natural  gas  produced  in  the 
Permian  Basin.  The  Commission 
expected  that  its  adoption  of  separate 
maximum  prices  would  provide  a 
suitable  incentive  to  exploration  and 
prevent  excessive  producer  profits.  The 
Court  stated  that  the  Commission’s 
responsibilities  include  the  protection  of 
future,  as  well  as  present,  consumer 
interests.  It  found,  on  the  basis  of 
substantial  evidence,  that  a  two-price 
rate  structure  would  both  provide  a 
useful  incentive  to  exploration  and 
prevent  excessive  producer  profits.  390 
U.S.  at  79a 

In  Mobil  Oil  Corporation  v.  FPC,  417 
U.S.  283  (1973),  the  Supreme  Court 
reviewed  a  Commission  order 
establishing  an  area  rate  structure  for 
interstate  sales  of  natural  gas  produced 
in  the  Southern  Louisiana  area.  The 
program  provided  for  price  escalations  if 
the  gas  industry  as  a  whole  found  and 
dedicated  new  gas  reserves  from  the 
Southern  Louisiana  area  to  the  interstate 
market  (contingent  escalations).  The 
program  also  created  a  refund  workoff 
credit  that  allowed  any  company  with  a 
refund  obligation  to  a  pipeline  to  reduce 
the  refund  obligation  if  new  gas  reserves 
from  the  Southern  Louisiana  area  were 
committed  to  the  interstate  market.  The 
Commission  concluded  that  the  refund 
workol^  credits  and  contingent 
escalations  would  generate  additional 
capital  to  spur  exploration  and  at  the 
same  time  keep  pace  with  rising  costs. 
Consumers  would  be  protected  from 
excessive  gas  supply  costs  since  rate 
increases  would  not  be  levied  unless 
new  gas  supplies  were  dedicated  to  the 
interstate  market. 


The  Supreme  Court  found  the 
incentive  provisions  of  the  area  rates 
acceptable.  The  Court  stated  that, 
because  of  a  serious  and  growing 
domestic  gas  shortage,  the  lower  court 
properly  concluded  that  the  Commission 
could  reasonably  decide  that  its 
responsibility  to  maintain  adequate 
supplies  at  the  lowest  possible  rate 
could  be  better  discharged  by  means  of 
the  contingent  escalation  and  refund 
credit  provisions,  rather  than  by  case- 
by-case  adjustments  in  the  rate  ceilings 
for  gas  producers.  Finally,  in  FPC  v. 
Texaco,  Inc.,  the  Supreme  Court  stated 
the  fact  that  the  NGA  requires  ’’every 
rate  of  every  natural  gas  company  must 
be  just  and  reasonable  does  not  require 
that  the  cost  of  each  company  be 
ascertained  and  its  rates  Hxed  with 
respect  to  its  own  costs.”  * 

In  Farmers  Union  Central  Exchange 
Inc.  V.  FERC,  734  F.2d  1486  (D.C. 

Circuit),  cert  denied  sub  nom.  469  U.S. 
1034  (1984),  the  Court  stated  that 
’’changing  characteristics  of  regulated 
industries  may  justify  the  agency’s 
decision  to  take  a  new  approach  to  the 
determination  of  just  and  reasonable 
rates”  and  that  ”non-cost  factors  may 
legitimate  a  departure  from  a  rigid  cost- 
based  approach.”  With  the  exception  of 
Farmers  Union,  which  dealt  with  oil 
pipeline  rates,  these  cases  have  arisen 
under  the  NGA.  However,  the  rate 
provisions  of  the  NGA  substantially 
parallel  sections  205  and  206  of  the 
Federal  Power  Act  (FPA).  The  courts 
have  viewed  the  statutory 
interpretations  of  the  just  and 
reasonable  standards  of  the  FPA  and 
NGA  as  interchangeable.  In  Jersey 
Central  Power  and  Light  Co.  v.  FERC, 
the  Court  stated  that  “The  Federal 
Power  Act,  the  source  of  claim  in  this 
case,  also  requires  that  the  rates  be  just 
and  reasonable,  and  the  courts  rely 
interchangeably  on  cases  construing 
each  of  these  Acts  when  interpreting  the 
other,”  * 

These  cases  affirm  that  the 
Commission  is  not  required  to  follow 
any  specific  type  of  ratemaking  formula 
and  is  not  limited  to  designing  rates  for 
the  utilities  it  regulates  based  on 
traditional  cost-of-service  ratemaking. 
The  Commission  is  free  to  set  rates  to 
provide  incentive  so  long  as  there  is  a 
correlation  between  the  incentive  and 
the  result  to  be  induced.* 


*  417  U.S.  380  (1973J. 

*  810  F.2d  1168  at  1175  (1987).  See  also  Arkansas 
Louisiana  Gas  Co.  v.  Hall,  453  U.S.  571. 577,  n.7 
(1081). 

*  See  Public  Service  Cooimiasion.  State  of  New 
York.  V.  FPC.  487  PJd  ie43  (OXL  Or.  19731:  see  also 
City  of  Charlottesville,  Virginia  v.  FERC.  861  F.2d 
945  (D.C  Or.  Wei). 


IV.  Objectives  of  Incentive  Regulation 

1.  General  Principles 

Regulated  rates  should  foster  both 
allocative  and  productive  efHciency. 
Incentive  ratemaking  stresses 
productive  efficiency  by  allowing 
regulated  firms  to  profit  or  lose  based  on 
an  objective  performance  standard.  The 
Rate  Design  Policy  Statement  ^  requires 
efHcient  gas  pipeline  rates  and  stresses 
allocative  efficiency. 

Traditional  regulation  lacks 
mechanisms  that  foster  long-run 
efficiency.  Utilities  face  few  explicit 
rewards  for  taking  risks  to  aggressively 
cut  their  costs,  and  may  face  few 
penalties  for  excessive  spending. 
However,  traditional  regulation  is  not 
without  incentives  to  be  efficient  in  the 
short-term.  Regulatory  lag  provides 
some  incentive  to  minimize  costs,  since 
savings  achieved  between  rate  cases 
accrue  to  the  benefit  of  stockholders. 
However,  this  incentive  is  muted  once 
the  future  benefits  of  the  cost  savings 
are  allocated  to  ratepayers  in  the  form 
of  lower  rates  in  a  subsequent  rate  case. 
Incentive  regulation  differs  from 
traditional  regulation  in  that  it  fosters 
long-term  efficiency.*  It  accomplishes 
this  by;  (1)  Divorcing  rates  from  the 
underlying  cost  of  service,  (2) 
lengthening  the  period  between  rate 
cases,  and  (3)  sharing  the  benefits  of 
cost  savings  between  consumers  and 
stockholders  on  a  current  basis. 

Divorcing  rates  from  costs  provides 
the  utility  with  the  incentive  to  cut  costs 
aggressively  since  it  is  assured  that  it 
will  retain  a  portion  of  the  savings  it 
generates.  Lengthening  the  period 
between  rate  cases  increases  the 
incentive  for  utilities  to  take  risks 
associated  with  aggressive  cost  cutting 
measures. 

The  combination  of  the  longer  period 
between  rate  reviews  and  divorcing 
rates  from  costs  allows  the  utility  to 
aggressively  cut  costs,  knowing  in 
advance  that  it  will  permanently  retain 
a  share  of  the  savings.  This  produces  the 
incentive  to  pursue  long-term  productive 
efficiency  that  is  lacking  in  traditional 
regulation.  Since  companies  will  have 
the  opportunity  to  earn  returns  through 
retention  of  a  portion  of  the  savings, 
fairness  dictates  that  customers  receive 
a  share  of  the  costs  savings  on  a  current 
basis. 

The  Commission  recognizes  that 
natural  gas  pipelines’  rates  have  been 


^  Interstate  Natural  Gas  PipeUne  Rate  Design,  et 
a!..  47  FERC  1 61.295.  order  on  reh  9.48  FERC 
1  61.122  (1989). 

*  Sea.  e-g..  FERC  Incentive  Regulation:  A 
Research  Report.  Office  of  Econocnic  Policy. 
Technical  Report  89-3,  November,  1989. 
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designed  to  give  pipelines  an  incentive 
to  achieve  a  high  throughput  by 
conditioning  their  recovery  of  some 
fixed  costs  by  including  those  costs  in  a 
commodity  or  usage  charge.  In  the 
rulemaking  proceeding  in  Docket  No. 
RM91-11-000,  referenced  above,  the 
Commission  has  proposed  to  adopt  a 
different  rate  design  methodology  in 
which  the  pipeline's  fixed  costs  would 
be  recovered  solely  through  a  demand 
or  reservation  fee,  unless  the  parties 
otherwise  agree.  The  Commission 
specifically  requests  comments  on  how 
the  policy  proposal  here  relates  to  its 
rate  design  methodology  proposal  in 
Docket  No.  RM91-11-000. 

2.  Regulatory  Standards 

Incentive  ratemaking  n^ust  be  fair. 
Properly  done,  all  can  benefit; 
improperly  done,  it  may  hurt  parties — 
especially  those  the  Commission  has 
historically  protected — as  much  as  it 
helps.  Incentive  ratemaking  must 
simultaneously  protect  customers' 
interests  and  offer  potential  rewards  to 
the  firm  for  good  performance.  Incentive 
rate  proposals  must  be  consistent  with 
the  four  standards  discussed  below. 

a.  Incentive  Mechanisms  Must  Be 
Prospective 

Incentive  ratemaking  must  be 
prospective.®  Utilities  cannot  assume 
that  their  existing  rates  will  be  the  base 
to  which  an  incentive  mechanism  will 
apply.  The  Commission  must  determine 
that  the  base  rates,  calculated  on  a  cost- 
of-service  basis,  are  just  and  reasonable 
at  the  inception  of  an  incentive  rate 
program. 

b.  Participation  Must  be  Voluntary 

Incentive  ratemaking  must  be 
voluntary  for  the  firm.  Fairness  dictates 
that  incentive  ratemaking  must  not  be 
made  mandatory  during  this 
experimental  period.*® 

c.  Incentive  Mechanisms  Must  be 
Understood  by  all  Parties 

Incentive  ratemaking  programs  must 
be  specific  and  clearly  state  the 
expected  benefits  relative  to  cost-of- 
service  regulation  for  both  the  utility 
and  its  customers. 


*  Canyon  Creek  Compression  Company,  55  FERC 
61.148.  reh  'g  denied  56  FERC  ^  61.140  (1991) 

*“  In  Western  Systems  Power  Pool  (WSSP).  the 
Commission  permitted  a  voluntary  multi-year 
experiment  to  determine  if  flexible  pricing  and 
defined  benefits  sharing  increased  exchange 
efficiency  in  electricity  coordination  markets.  The 
Commission  ultimately  approved  the  WSPP  on  a 
permanent  basis  with  a  modified  cost-based  price 
cap  to  mitigate  the  exercise  of  market  power.  See 
Western  Systems  Power  Pool.  55  FERC  1  61.099 
(1991),  reh'g  granted  and  denied  in  part.  55  FERC 
t  61.495  (1991). 


d.  Benefits  to  Consumers  Must  be 
Quantifiable 

All  proposals  must  include  a 
quantified  estimate  of  the  consumer 
benefits  compared  to  cost-of-service 
regulation  (i.e.,  a  comparison  of 
projected  cost-of-service  rates  to 
prospective  rates  under  the  proposed 
incentive  rate  mechanism),**  and  a 
realistic  estimate  of  the  program's 
prospects  for  success  and  the  risks  of 
failure.  The  program  must  include  a 
specific  procedure  and  a  time  certain  for 
review  of  the  program  by  the 
Commission.  Because  incentive 
ratemaking  is,  at  this  time,  an 
experiment,  its  merits  can  only  be 
known  by  evaluating  how  firms 
performed.  The  Commission  can  modify, 
expand,  or  end  the  program  based  on 
the  evaluation. 

V.  Some  Possible  Mechanisms 

The  key  to  getting  incentives  to  cut 
costs  is  to  sever  the  tie  between  rate 
changes  and  changes  in  a  company's 
current  operating  and  investment  costs. 
As  long  as  rates  only  reflect  the  firm's 
current  costs,  the  firm  has  little 
incentive  to  cut  costs.  Input  prices  (e.g., 
wages,  capital  costs,  fuel,  etc.)  paid  by 
the  utility  change  because  of  changes 
throughout  the  economy,  such  as 
changes  in  inflation.  Even  if  rates  do  not 
depend  on  the  firm's  recent  costs,  they 
still  must  respond  to  changes  in  demand 
if  a  company  is  to  operate  efficiently. 
Failure  to  operate  efficiently  results  in 
earned  returns  below  authorized 
returns.  Under  traditional  regulation,  a 
company  in  this  circumstance  would 
seek  a  rate  increase  to  prospectively 
mitigate  a  decline  in  earnings.  Under  the 
incentive  regulation,  a  company  could 
not  seek  a  rate  increase  at  a  time  other 
than  that  specified  by  the  incentive  rate 
mechanism.  In  order  to  increase 
earnings,  the  company  must  achieve 
cost  savings  in  excess  of  the  change  in 
rates  permitted  by  the  incentive  rate 
mechanism.  If  it  fails  to  do  so,  any 
losses  incurred  are  borne  by 
stockholders. 

1.  Automatic  Rate  Changes 

Automatic  rate  changes  increase 
regulatory  lag  by  extending  the  interval 
between  rate  cases  and  permitting 
greater  flexibility  in  intermediate  price 
changes.  Rates  are  indexed  and  change 
automatically  to  correspond  to  changes 
in  an  index  developed  by  the  utility  and 


' '  For  example,  the  Commission  recently  rejected 
Viking  Gas  Transmission  Company's  proposed 
incentive  rate  scheme  because,  inter  alia,  it  seemed 
to  guarantee  that  future  rates  would  be  higher  than 
they  would  otherwise  be  under  tradtional 
embedded  cost  ratemaking.  57  FERC  I  61.417  (1991) 


approved  by  the  Commission.*® 

Adopting  an  automatic  rate  change 
mechanism  does  not  presume  existing 
rates  (i.e.,  the  base  rates  from  which 
rates  will  be  indexed)  are  just  and 
reasonable.  Rather,  the  base  rates  and 
indexing  mechanism  must  be  filed  and 
reviewed  as  a  package  to  assure  that  the 
historical  costs  upon  which  the  indexing 
mechanisms  are  based  are  just  and 
reasonable. 

Actions  taken  by  the  utility  should  not 
change  the  value  of  the  index  used  to 
adjust  its  rates.  When  it  cuts  costs,  the 
utility  would  keep  a  portion  of  the 
savings.  The  more  it  cuts,  the  more  it 
saves.  Conversely,  if  costs  rise,  rates 
will  not  rise  to  recover  all  of  the 
increase.  Major  issues  for  automatic  rate 
changes  are  which  indices  to  use,  how 
to  adjust  them,  and  when  to  conduct  a 
new  rate  case  with  a  new  cost  study. 
Another  concern  may  be  quality  of 
service.  The  proposal  must  contain 
standards  to  measure  quality  of  service 
and  incentives  to  maintain  it.  The 
Commission  requests  comments  on  what 
might  be  appropriate  standards  and  how 
incentive  rates  might  affect  quality  of 
service. 

a.  Choosing  an  Index 

The  basic  choice  is  between  indices 
that  track  general  prices — such  as  the 
Consumer  Price  Index  (CPI)  or  Producer 
Price  Index  (PPI) — and  those  that  track 
utility  input  prices.  Either  way,  rates 
change  as  the  prices  change  in  the 
economy  as  a  whole  and  do  not  reflect 
changes  in  a  company's  specific  costs. 
Linking  rates  to  a  general  price  index 
has  both  the  benefit  and  burden  of 
simplicity.  To  the  extent  such  indices 
have  little  direct  connection  to  the 
electric,  oil,  or  natural  gas  industries, 
they  may  completely  miss  important 
changes  in  a  utility's  costs,  and  rates 
could  become  unreasonably  high  or  low. 

Linking  price  changes  to  utility  input 
prices  has  the  opposite  virtues  and 
vices.  Such  an  ARAM  can  track  industry 
costs  with  much  greater  accuracy.  But 
defining  the  index  is  difficult  as  it 
should  include  all  major  inputs. 
However,  indices  tracking  utility  input 
prices  must  not  be  so  narrowly  defined 


The  Commission  has  accepted  rates  that 
automatically  adjust  to  an  outside  index,  including: 
(1)  The  average  percentage  change  in  wholesale 
electric  rates  of  neighboring  utilities,  Illinois  Power 
Co..  36  FERC  1  61.409  (1986):  (2)  the  Producer  Price 
Index  for  finished  goods.  American  Electric  Power 
Co..  51  FERC  f  61.501  (1988):  and  (3)  the  GNP  Price 
Deflator.  Buckeye  Pipeline  Co.,  53  FERC  1  61,473 
(1990).  These  filings  were  not  proposed  as  incentive 
rate  mechanisms.  Nevertheless,  they  are 
demonstrative  of  how  rates  can  be  decoupled  from 
a  company's  own  costs  under  an  automatic  rate 
adjustment  mechanism. 
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that  changes  in  a  single  company's  costs 
can  si^ficantly  affect  the  index  vahie. 
To  do  so  would  undercut  the  goal  of 
linking  prices  to  a  basket  of  cost  factors 
that  the  company  cannot  affect. 

b.  Adjusting  the  Index  for  Productivity 

Changes  in  rates  may  directly  follow 
changes  in  an  index  or  an  adjusted 
version  of  the  index  with  an  offset  for 
productivity.  For  example,  to  share 
productivity  gains  contemporaneously 
with  ratepayers,  the  allowed  rate 
change  might  be  somewhat  less  than  the 
change  in  the  selected  index. 

c.  Revisiting  the  Base  Costs  of  the  Index 

The  financial,  operating  and  service 
assumptions  of  an  incentive  plan  may 
become  outdated  because  of  various 
factors  beyond  a  company's  control. 
There  may  have  been  mistakes  in 
designing  the  index  or  changes  in 
governmental  policy  regarding  the 
particular  industry  involved.  Therefore, 
the  index  mechanism,  its  assumptions 
and  the  company's  performance  should 
be  periodically  revisited  to  assure  the 
index  still  reflects  a  fair  allocation  of 
benefits  and  losses  between  the 
company  and  its  customers.  The  issue  is 
how  often  this  should  occur.  We  assume 
that  the  plan  should  contain  a  reopening 
date  and  its  rationale. 

Over  a  long  enough  period  of  time,  the 
basic  cost  structure  of  any  industry 
changes.  So,  in  time,  the  costs  on  which 
all  future  rates  depend  may  become  an 
unreasonable  basis  for  pricing.  The 
company  might  begin  making  or  losing 
money  simply  because  of  structural 
changes  in  the  industry,  not  because  of 
its  own  performance.  Of  course, 
structural  change  is  partly  a  result  of 
performance,  so  this  may  not  be  clearly 
definable.  In  the  end.  however,  either 
the  firm  or  its  customers  may  have  a 
strong  argument  to  set  rates  from 
scratch.  Whenever  a  rate  case  does 
revisit  costs,  however,  the  principle  of 
incentive  regulation  must  remain 
intact — the  firm  must  be  able  to  keep 
part  of  its  productivity  gains  or  suffer 
part  of  the  losses  over  the  long-term. 

2.  Performance  Targets 

Performance  targets  also  can 
encourage  companies  to  cut  costs.  If  the 
company  achieves  the  target,  it  obtains 
a  benefit.  If  not,  it  is  sanctioned  by  a 
reduction  in  its  profits.  The  Commission 
uses  performance  targets  now — 
throughout  projections  for  pipelines  and 
off-system  sales  and  transmission 
revenues  for  wholesale  electric  utilities. 
These  give  incentives  to  increase  service 
but  only  indirectly  to  cut  costs. 
Regulatory  lag  also  provides  a 
performance  target  of  sorts  but  one  that 


may  inspire  high  costs  now  to  raise 
rates  later.  However,  the  use  of 
perfonnance  targets  could  be  expanded 
in  a  number  of  different  ways.  Targets 
could  be  set  for  almost  any  cost — 
interest,  salaries,  operation  and 
maintenance,  even  taxes.  Rates  could  be 
designed  using  the  targets  rather  than 
actual  costs.  The  Arm  could  be  designed 
using  the  taints  rather  than  actual 
costs.  The  firm  would  be  allowed  to 
keep  a  portion  of  the  savings  if  it  beats 
its  target,  at  least  until  the  next  rate 
case.  And,  it  would  absorb  a  portion  of 
the  losses  if  it  failed  to  meet  its  targets. 
Or,  the  rate  of  return  could  be  tied  to 
performance.^^  Key  issues  to  be 
addressed  are  which  costs  to  target  and 
how  to  set  the  targets.  Therefore,  the 
overall  impact  of  the  selected  target  on 
the  utility's  operations  must  be 
scrutinized  to  ensure  its  neutrality  with 
respect  to  operations  and  ultimately 
rates. 

a.  What  to  Target 

Which  costs  should  be  the  subject  of 
performance  targets?  Unless  the 
interrelationship  of  all  costs  is  clearly 
stated,  a  company  could  spend  lavishly 
on  non-targeted  areas  to  save  a  little  on 
targeted  ones.  For  example,  if  a  target 
applied  only  to  maintenance  costs,  then 
a  firm  might  choose  to  let  a  plant  run 
down,  expecting  to  charge  customers 
later  for  the  capital  investment  to 
replace  it.  That  would  benefit  the  firm 
now  and  burden  customers  later. 

b.  Setting  the  Target 

One  way  to  set  a  target  is  to  index  a 
utility’s  own  costs  to  the  average  change 
in  costs  for  similar  companies.  That  may 
lead  to  pleas  from  some  Arms  that  they 
differ  greatly  from  the  norm.  While 
looking  at  the  special  circumstances  of 
each  company  complicates  the  process, 
it  should  not,  presumably,  differ  much 
from  the  normal  rate  case.  Another 
approach  is  to  set  speciAc  performance 
or  operating  standards  in  conjunction 
with  beneAt  sharing  devices. 
Performance  can  be  measured  in 
economic  terms  such  as  fuel  costs  or 
purchased  power  costs,  or  in  physical 
terms  such  as  capacity  factors  and  heat 
rates. 


In  Virginia  Electric  Power  Company.  19  FERC 1 
01.333  (1982),  the  Commission  approved  a  sKding 
scale  mechanism  that  would  adjust  the  allowed  rate 
of  return  relative  to  the  performance  characteristics 
(i.e.,  heat  rates  and  unit  availability]  of  selected 
fossil-rire  generators. 

In  Ocean  State  Power  Company.  38  FERC 
1  61.140  (1987).  the  Commission  approved  a  unit  sale 
contract  under  which  capacity  charges  will  be 
reduced  if  the  unit  fails  to  achieve  a  net  design 
capability  within  a  90  to  95  percent  range.  Further 
reductions  in  capacity  charges  will  occur  if  the 
unit's  equivalent  Ibix^  outage  rate  falls  below  80 


3.  Flexible  Pricing 

IncenAve  proposals  may  contain  new 
techniques  for  flexible  pricing.  The 
Commission’s  selective  discounting 
policy  is  a  form  of  incentive  regulation 
that  encourages  better  utilization  of 
existing  facilities.  Other  forms  of 
flexible  pricing  could  include  auctions 
for  IT  service  when  the  maximum  cost- 
of-service  rate  fails  to  ration  capacity. 
Flexible  pricing  could  be  expanded  to 
give  utilities  greater  latitude  to  adjust 
rates  and  modify  service  terms  and 
conditions  when  customers  And  such 
changes  beneficial. 

4.  Benefit  Sharing 

Incentive  ratemaking  must  offer 
benefits  to  customers  as  well  as  utilities. 
Most  automatic  rate  changes  and 
performance  taigets  can  be  combined 
with  benefit  sharing  so  that  the  utility 
does  not  keep  all  the  gains  from 
productive  efficiency.  These 
mechanisms  are  designed  so  that  the 
utility  shares  gains  with  its  customers 
on  an  ongoing  basis.  Although  beneAt 
sharing  may  dilute  a  utility's  incentive  to 
operate  more  efficiently,  equity  requires 
that  customers  should  also  beneAt. 

The  Commission  has,  on  an 
experimental  basis,  considered  beneAt 
sharing  in  the  Southwest  Bulk  Power 
market  Experiment  and  the  Western 
System  Power  Pool  (WSPP).**  In  the 
Bulk  Power  Market  Experiment,  the 
Commission,  for  purposes  of  testing  “the 
proposition  that  utility  managers  are 
responsive  to  explicit  pecuniary 
incentives  and  will  increase  their 
coordination  sales  efforts’’  allowed  the 
utilities  to  retain  for  stockholders  25 
percent  of  the  revenue  generated  from 
coordination  transactions  and  flow 
through  the  remaining  75  percent  to 
ratepayers.  TTie  Commission  adopted  an 
identical  revenue  sharing  proposal  in  the 
WSPP  Experiment.*'' 

BeneAt  sharing  is  also  not  a  novel 
concept  for  the  gas  pipeline  industry. 

The  Rate  Design  Policy  Statement 
suggests  designing  interruptible  pipeline 
rates  around  benefit  sharing.  Some 
capacity  brokering  and  release  programs 
use  beneAt  sharing  usually  with  firm 
customers  sharing  beneAt  with  the 
pipeline  as  an  incentive  to  make  the 
program  work. 


percent.  Ocean  State  will  be  awarded  additional 
capacity  payments  if  unit  availability  exceeds 
specified  Icveb. 

'  *  Public  Service  Company  of  New  Mexico. 
Opinion  No.  203. 25  FERC  1 81.489  (1983)  rehearing 
denied.  27  FERC  (j  61.154  (19M). 

••  Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company  18  FERC 
1  61.242  (18R7). 

‘  ’  38  FERC  1  61.242  at  61.799  (1987). 
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5.  Consumer  Welfare  Bonus 

Another  way  to  satisfy  customers  is  to 
give  the  utility  a  bonus  for  serving  them 
well.  For  example,  the  rate  of  return 
could  be  adjusted  to  rise  or  fall 
depending  on  how  well  the  pipeline 
improved  the  designated  service 
parameters  or  how  much  it  cuts  prices. 
Customer  satisfaction  leads  to  repeat 
sales  and  an  increase  in  the  firm's 
return. 

In  the  electric  industry,  demand-side 
management  programs  can  act  as  a 
consumer  welfare  bonus.  For  instance, 
the  utility  may  install  conservation 
devices  and  share  the  savings  from 
avoiding  the  construction  of  more 
generating  capacity  with  its  customer. 
However,  defining  customer  welfare  in 
monopoly  or  oligopoly  markets  is 
technically  difficult.  The  idea  may  work 
best  when  more  value  can  be  added  to 
the  customer’s  quality  of  service.  That 
may  not  be  possible  for  pipelines  or 
wholesale  power  suppliers. 

VI.  Conclusion 

Incentive  ratemaking  is  an  alternative 
regulatory  mechanism  that  the 
Commission  tentatively  concludes  can 
reward  utilities  for  efficiency  and 
benefit  customers  with  lower  rates. 
Incentive  ratemaking  can  help  achieve 
the  goal  of  productive  efficiency.  It  is 
not  a  substitute  for  market-based 
mechanisms  where  markets  are 
workably  competitive.  Rather,  it  is  a 
way  to  attempt  to  replicate  incentives 
that  occur  naturally  in  a  competitive 
market. 

While  the  Commission  proposes  to 
invite  utilities  to  propose  incentive  rate 
mechanisms,  the  Commission  would  not 
automatically  accept  any  proposal  filed 
that  purports  to  meet  the  goals  of  this 
policy  statement.  Rather,  a  utility  would 
be  required  to  file  specific  detailed 
information  concerning  its  proposal,  and 
how  it  meets  the  policies  contained 
herein.  Prior  to  accepting  any  such  filing 
the  Commission  would  scrutinize  that 
proposal  closely.  The  Commission 
would  reject,  consistent  with 
Commission  and  court  precedent,*®  any 
proposal  that  is  not  consistent  with  the 
goals  of  this  policy  statement.  In 
addition,  the  Commission  would 
suspend  such  proposals  for  the  full 
statutory  period  and  provide  for  refunds, 
to  the  maximum  extent  possible,  should 
that  be  found  appropriate. 


'*  Southern  Natural  Gas  Co.  v.  FPC,  547  F.2d  826 
(5th  Cir.  1997):  Municipal  Light  Boards  v.  FPC,  450 
F.2d  1341, 1345  (D.C.  Cir.  1971).  cert,  denied,  405  U.S. 
989  (1972);  United  Gas  Pipeline  Co.  v.  FERC,  551 
F.2d  480.  463  (D.C.  cir.  1977);  Stingray  Pipeline  Co.  56 
FERC  1  61.076  (1991);  Viking  Gas  Transmission  Co. 
56  FERC  1 61.417  (1991). 


VII.  Comment  Procedures 

The  Commission  invites  interested 
persons  to  submit  comments  concerning 
all  facets  of  this  proposed  policy 
statement  and  solicits  suggestions  on 
other  criteria  or  other  standards  for 
evaluating  incentive  mechanisms  that 
should  be  considered.  All  comments 
should  include  a  one  page  executive 
summary  of  the  commenter’s  major 
concerns.  All  copies  should  be 
submitted  to  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission, 
825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 

Washington,  DC  20426  and  should  refer 
to  Docket  No.  PL92-1-000.  Comments 
must  be  submitted  no  later  than  45  days 
from  the  date  of  issuance  of  this  order. 
Reply  comments  may  be  submitted  no 
later  than  60  days  from  the  date  of 
issuance  of  this  order.  This  comment 
period  should  afford  parties  affected  by 
the  Commission's  final  rule  in  Docket 
No.  RM91-11-000  an  opportunity  to 
review  the  rule  before  filing  their 
comments  here.  In  the  event  there  is 
insufficient  time,  the  Commission  will 
extend  the  time  for  comments  in  this 
proceeding. 

By  direction  of  the  Commission. 
Commissioner  Trabandt  concurred  with  a 
separate  statement  attached. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

Trabandt,  Commissioner,  concurring: 

I.  Introduction 

The  instant  Notice  of  Proposed  Policy 
Statement  (NOPPS)  on  Incentive 
Regulation  includes  a  Proposed  Policy 
Statement  (PPS)  of  considerable 
significance  for  the  Commission’s 
regulatory  program,  primarily  in  the 
regulation  of  interstate  natural  gas 
pipelines.  Under  favorable 
circumstances,  the  PPS  in  theory  could 
conceivably  lead  to  improvements  in  the 
productive  efficiency  of  services 
provided  by  interstate  natural  gas 
pipelines,  with  demonstrable  benefits  to 
consumers  in  the  form  of  lower  costs, 
improved  quality  of  service  and/ or 
lower  rates.  Under  other  circumstances, 
which  potentially  could  develop 
pursuant  to  a  Final  Policy  Statement 
(FPS)  in  this  docket,  existing  pipeline 
services  at  current  levels  of  quality 
could  be  offered  at  rates  in  excess  of 
those  rates  which  would  otherwise  be 
established  under  current  policy, 
without  any  quantifiable  consumer 
benefit. 

I  write  separately  to  discuss  the 
relevant  procedural  and  substantive 
issues  for  purposes  of  advancing  the 
analytical  debate  about  the  PPS  and 
focusing  appropriate  attention  on  the 
likely  effect  of  a  FPS.  Paraphrasing 


Douglas  Jones,  Director  of  the  National 
Regulatory  Research  Institute,  I  attempt 
to  provide  a  cautionary  view  with 
moderate  skepticism  from  the  regulatory 
vantage  point.  Hopefully,  this  discussion 
will  provide  a  useful  foundation  for  the 
analysis  of  the  PPS  by  interested  parties 
and  the  prepartion  of  comments  in 
response  to  the  NOPPS.  I  should  note 
that  all  of  the  studies  and  the  bulk  of  the 
analysis  included  in  this  discussion 
were  provided  to  Commission  Terzic’s 
Task  Force  for  review  over  the  last  few 
months. 

II.  Scope  of  the  PPS 

A.  General 

The  NOPPS  is  styled  as  “incentive 
ratemaking  for  interstate  natural  gas 
pipelines,  oil  pipelines,  and  electric 
utilities.”  And,  the  introduction  states, 
“(ijn  this  proceeding,  the  Commission 
proposes  to  define  the  essential 
elements  of  an  incentive  ratemaking 
policy  and  proposes  to  set  guidelines  for 
utilities  that  choose  to  submit  specific 
incentive  rate  proposals  for  natural  gas 
pipeline  and  oil  pipeline  transportation 
service  and  wholesale  electric  service.” 
(Slip  op.  at  1,  2.)  As  developed  at  the 
Commission  Meeting  of  March  11, 1992, 
and  discussed  below,  the  PPS  in 
actuality  is  primarily,  if  not  almost 
exclusively,  focused  on  the 
transportation  and  related  services  of 
interstate  natural  gas  pipelines.  While  at 
some  point  there  could  be  a  direct 
application  of  the  PPS  to  oil  pipeline 
transportation  services  and  wholesale 
electric  services,  that  is  not  the  primary 
focus  nor  realistic  contemplation  of  the 
instant  order. 

B.  Competition  vs.  Incentive  Regulation 

As  emphasized  in  the  introduction 
and  reiterated  thereafter  throughout  the 
PPS,  “incentive  regulation  is  an 
alternative  to  cost-of-service  regulation 
for  utilities  in  non-competitive  markets 
*  *  *  and  not  a  substitute  for  market- 
based  rates  where  markets  are 
workably  competitive,  or  where  there  is 
no  exercise  of  market  power.”  (Slip  op. 
at  2.)  Therefore,  in  order  to  assess  the 
relevance  of  incentive  regulation  to  any 
particular  activity  under  the 
Commission’s  jurisdiction,  it  is 
necessary  to  assess  qualitatively  the 
extent  to  which  competition  exists  or  for 
which  Commission  policy  seeks  to 
engender  or  promote  competition.  In  the 
end,  incentive  regulation  will  only  be 
relevant  to  those  activities  and  services 
for  which  competition  does  not  serve  as 
a  substitute,  in  whole  or  in  part,  for 
traditional  cost-based  regulation.  That 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  55  /  Friday,  March  20,  1992  /  Notices 


9709 


fact  is  of  crucial  importance  in  defining 
the  jurisdictional  scope  of  the  PPS. 

C.  Wholesale  Electric  Services 

As  pointed  out  at  the  March  11 
Commission  meeting,  the  Commission 
regulates  only  10  to  15  percent  of 
revenue  a  typical  utility  earns. 

Moreover,  there  are  only  five  or  six 
electric  utility  companies  that  have  100 
percent  FERC  jurisdictional  sales  and 
which  would  be  affected  by  incentive 
ratemaking.  The  vast  majority  of  the 
electric  sales  business  falls  under  retail 
jurisdiction,  where  several  states 
already  have  incentive  ratemaking  in 
various  stages  of  implementation. 

Beyond  those  five  or  six  companies,  it  is 
not  clear  if  or  how  incentive  ratemaking 
would  apply  to  our  jurisdictional  electric 
areas,  such  as  transmission  services  and 
bulk  power  sales.  I  think  it  is  also 
incumbent  on  the  Commission  to  assess 
more  specifically  what  exact  electric 
utility  services  subject  to  our 
jurisdiction  would  be  candidates  for 
incentive  ratemaking,  for  what  reasons, 
with  what  objectives  and  with  what 
particular  incentive  approach. 

In  additin,  the  Commission’s  current 
focus  is  on  bringing  additional 
competition  to  those  electric  services, 
such  as  transmission,  which  are  subject 
to  our  jurisdiction.  For  example, 
wherever  possible  now,  the  Commission 
approves  negotiated/market  rates  for 
eligible  IPP  transactions.  Also,  by  law 
PURPA  QF  transactions  are  set  at 
“avoided  costs,"  as  administered  by  the 
states  pursuant  to  our  general  PURPA 
regulations.  While  I  have  not  been 
completely  enthusiastic  about  every 
competitive  initiative  proposed  by  the 
Commission  staff  or  adopted  by  a 
majority  of  the  Commission,  that 
certainly  is  the  general  direction  of  the 
Commission  today,  as  reiterated 
repeatedly  in  Chairman  Allday’s 
speeches  and  in  a  series  of  electric 
utility  cases. 

And,  I  would  note  that  it  shouldn’t  be 
that  hard  to  work  through  analytically 
the  electric  jurisdictional  services  and 
competition  questions.  Such  an  analysis 
would  give  us  a  better  grip  also  on  the 
underlying  question  of  interest  to  some 
of  us:  i-e.,  to  what  extent  is  incentive 
ratemaking  appropriate  in  our  electric 
power  regulation  on  a  jurisdictional  area 
specific  basis.  In  the  spirit  of  “truth  in 
advertising,”  we  ought  to  know  the 
answer  to  that  question  anway  before 
proceeding  on  any  generic  basis  to 
initiate  Federal  incentive  ratemaking  for 
electric  utilities. 

Consequently,  I  believe  the 
Commission  should  concede  that  few 
electric  jurisdictional  areas  will  be 
subject  to  traditional  regulation,  in 


whole  or  in  part.  Thus,  by  and  large, 
areas  accounting  for  very  little  revenue 
will  remain  subject  to  cost-based 
ratemaking  in  the  face  of  the 
competitive  policies  in  electricity. 

I  also  would  note  that  the  discussion 
at  the  March  11  Commission  meeting 
demonstrated  in  my  judgment  some  of 
the  real  policy  contradictions  between 
the  PPS  as  applied  to  electric  utilities 
and  current  policies,  even  in  areas 
subject  to  regulation.  In  the  specific  area 
of  transmission  pricing,  for  example,  the 
Commission  recently  pronounced  a  new 
policy  by  which  electric  utilities  could 
use  a  rate  other  than  a  traditional, 
embedded  cost  rate  for  transmission 
services,  involving  so  called 
“opportunity  costs.”  The  Commission 
discussed  in  detail  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  Commission  is  willing 
to  approve  some  form  of  opportunity 
cost  pricing  for  transmission  services. 
[Northeast  Utilities  Service  Company,  et 
ai,  58  FERC  ^  61,  070  (1992)  (Opinion 
No.  364-A) ). 

I  will  not  repeat  that  discussion  here. 
But,  of  primary  significance  to  this  PPS, 
the  Commission  in  Opinion  No.  364-A 
articulated  three  goals  governing  the 
pricing  of  future  third-party  requests  for 
hrm  transmission  service.  The  goals  are: 
(1)  To  hold  harmless  the  native  load 
customers  of  the  utility  providing 
transmission  service:  (2)  to  charge  the 
lowest  reasonable  cost-based  rate  for 
third-party  firm  transmission  service: 
and  (3)  to  prevent  the  collection  of 
monopoly  rents  by  the  transmission 
owner  and  promote  efficient 
transmission  decisions.  The  Commission 
further  explained  that  in  ruling  on 
specific  proposed  rates,  the  Commission 
would  balance  the  three  goals  in  light  of 
the  facts  and  circumstances  presented  at 
that  time. 

The  Opinion  No.  364-A 
pronouncement  was  intended  to  support 
the  Commission’s  general  electric  policy 
of  fostering  greater  competiton  in  the 
nation’s  wholesale  bulk  power  markets, 
while  recognizing  the  important 
economic  interests  of  the  native  load 
customers  of  franchise  utilities.  Certaily, 
there  is  a  quite  obvious  reluctance  on 
the  part  of  the  Commission  staff  to 
allow  inicentive  regulation  proposals  for 
transmission  services  to  undercut  or 
reverse  the  new  Opinion  No.  364-A 
policy,  as  I  determined  when  I 
specifically  inquired  about  the 
acceptability  of  such  a  proposal  at  the 
Commission  Meeting.  How,  if  at  all, 
incentive  regulation  would  apply  to 
those  transmission  services  and  their 
rates  is  not  only  unclear,  but  such 
incentive  regulation  on  its  face  would  be 
contrary  to  the  new  policy  in  Opinion 
No.  364-A,  for  better  or  for  worse. 


There  also  has  not  been  much 
analytical  support  or  empirical  evidence 
presented  thus  far  to  the  Commission  or 
reflected  in  the  NOPPS  to  buttress  the 
use  of  inicentive  regulation  in  this 
Commission’s  electric  jurisdiction.  The 
NOPPS  does  cite  to  the  Southwest  Bulk 
Power  Experiment  and  the  Western 
System  Power  Pool  Experiment,  as  well 
a  a  few  other  electric  cases.  However, 
none  of  the  cases  cited  had  as  a  primary 
objective  the  use  of  an  incentive 
ratemaking  mechanism  to  achieve  a 
demonstrable  increase  in  productive 
efficiency  with  concomitant  quantifiable 
consumer  benefits,  which  is  the 
proffered  sine  qua  non  of  this  proposal. 
Although  certain  mechanisms  similar  to 
those  discussed  in  the  PPS  were 
employed  in  those  cases,  the  use  of  the 
mechanisms  in  almost  every  case  was 
intended  to  support  another  primary 
objective:  e.g.,  flexible  transmission 
pricing  in  the  Western  System  Power 
Pool  Experiment  to  obtain  greater 
transmission  access  (and  such  greater 
access  was  lost,  when  the  Commission 
severly  limited  the  pricing  flexibility). 

Those  studies  available  from  other 
sources  raise  considerable  questions 
about  the  effectiveness  more  generally 
of  incentive  regulation  in  electric  utility 
services.  For  example,  the  New  York 
Public  Service  Commission  has  been 
actively  reviewing  incentive  ratemaking 
for  electric  utilities  for  the  past  year  and 
a  half.  The  New  York  PSC  published  an 
“Issues  Paper  on  Ratemaking 
Alternatives  and  Performance 
Incentive”  for  use  in  that  docket.  The 
Issues  Paper  provides  a  reasonably 
comprehensive  discussion  of  the 
ratemaking  options  associated  with  a 
series  of  “alternative  Regulatory 
Strategies”  for  electric  utilities.  Without 
personally  endorsing  any  portion  of  the 
analysis,  I  believe  the  discussion  of  the 
advantages  and  disadvantages 
associated  with  the  identified  options 
and  strategies  would  provide  a  useful 
starting  point  for  further  analysis  and 
discussion  by  interested  parties  and 
should  be  considered  by  the 
Commission.  A  copy  of  the  Issues  Paper 
will  be  placed  in  the  Public  file  in  this 
docket. 

Another  recent  study  is  by  Berg  and 
Jeong,  “An  Evaluation  of  Incentive 
Regulation  for  Electric  Utilities’  [Journal 
of  Regulatory  Economics-,  3:45-55 
(1991)).  That  empirical  study  attempted 
for  the  first  time  to  identify  the 
determinants  of  regulatory  initiatives  in 
this  area  and  to  test  the  effectiveness  of 
incentive  programs  in  lowering 
electricity  production  costs.  The  study 
examined  the  determinants  and  impacts 
of  inicentive  regulations  introduced  by 
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state  utility  cornintssions  in  the  late 
l«7tH  and  eaHy  1900s.  Rewards  for 
generating  plant  utilization  and  low  heat 
rates  were  found  to  have  been 
introduced  in  states  whose  firms 
exhibited  relatively  high  managerial 
slack  for  rriatively  higher  costs). 
However,  die  empirical  data  did  aot  find 
tht  the  introduction  of  specific  cost 
component  incentives  improved  overall 
operating  cost  performance.  Again, 
without  personally  endorsing  any 
portion  of  the  stu^  or  taking  a  position 
on  such  state  incentive  regulation 
programs,  1  believe  this  empirical  study 
should  be  reviewed  by  interested  parties 
and  considerd  by  the  Commission.  A 
copy  of  the  study  will  be  placed  in  the 
public  file  in  this  docket. 

Another  recent  study  is  ‘The 
Michigan  Regulatory  Incentives  Study 
for  Electric  Utilities,  Phase  I  Final 
Report.  "  April  25, 1991,  Barakat  and 
Chamberiin.  Without  personally 
endorsing  any  portion  of  the  study,  I 
have  attached  a  detailed  description  of 
the  study  {attachment  A)  ^  for  the 
purposes  of  postulating  the  analytical 
differences  ^tween  the  Michigan  study 
and  that  of  the  NOPPS.  Tlie  description 
is  an  excerpt  from  the  1991  Report  of  the 
Committee  on  Energy  Conservation  of 
the  National  Association  of  Regulatory 
Utility  Commissioners.  Interested 
parties  may  wish  to  review  the  study 
and  it  should  be  oonsidered  by  the 
Commission.  A  copy  of  the  study  will  be 
placed  in  the  public  file  in  this  docket. 

As  these  studies  demonstrate,  there  is 
considerable  analytical  disagreement 
about  whether  and  how  incentive 
regulation  should  be  applied  to  state 
electric  utility  regulation.  A  recent 
speech  by  Douglas  N.  Jones,  Director  of 
the  National  Regulatory  Research 
Institute,  provides  a  cautionary  view 
with  moderate  skepticism  from  the 
regulatory  vantage  point  A  copy  of  his 
remarks  is  attached  for  the  information 
of  interested  parties  (Attachment  B).  For 
the  reasons  discussed  above,  those 
factors  are  complicated  by  the  limitation 
and  type  of  Federal  jurisdiction  over  the 
electric  utility  industry. 

D.  Oil  Pipelines 

The  Task  Force  did  not  propose  to 
include  oil  pipelines  in  the  PPS.  Oil 
pipriines  were  added  to  the  NOPPS  at 
the  March  11  Commission  meeting  after 
I  questioned  the  rationale  for  their 
absence.  An  explanation  of  the  situation 
m^t  assist  interested  parties  in  their 
review  of  the  NOWS. 


'  Copies  of  aitachment  A-D  are  not  being  printed 
in  the  Federal  Register  but  are  available  in  copies  of 
the  NuIiGe  itmm  die  Kibtic  R^reaoe  Room. 


As  we  know,  by  settlement  the 
Commission  has  successfully  initiated  a 
competitive  experiment  in  the  Buckeye 
case  [Buckeye  Pipeline  Company,  L.P., 

53  FERCf  61,473  {1990);  rehearing 
granted  in  part  and  denied  in  part,  55 
FERC  H  61,664  (1991))  and  other  oil 
pipelines  are  in  various  stages  of 
proceeding  down  the  same  path. 
However,  there  may  continue  to  be 
some  discrete  markets,  as  in  Buckeye, 
where  the  intermodal  competition 
cannot  be  demonstrated  to  support 
market  based  rates  and  where,  as  a 
result,  traditional  ratemaking  will 
continue  for  the  foreseeable  future.  In 
essence,  the  competitive  initiative  is 
well  underway  on  a  x;ase-by-case  basis, 
but  that  is  going  to  take  a  long  time 
across  the  industry  and  there  still  may 
remain  some  traditional  ratemaking 
before  and  after  the  transition.  So, 
perhaps,  the  Commission  would  find 
upon  further  review  that  incentive 
regulation  might  be  compatible  with  the 
competitive  initiative  for  some  oil 
pipeline  services  to  particular  discrete 
markets. 

I  wouldn’t  want  to  pre-judge  that 
question,  because  it  would  involve  a  mix 
of  incentive  ratemaking  with  market 
prices  for  a  particular  pipeline,  such  as 
in  Buckeye,  but  it  might  be  worth 
exploring.  In  any  event,  again,  we 
should  know  the  answer  ourselves  in 
order  to  determine  exactly  what  role,  if 
any,  incentive  ratemaking  should  have 
under  existing  law  for  oil  pipelines, 
taking  into  account  the  Buckeye 
competitive  initiative.  I  would 
encourage  the  Commission  to  conduct 
such  an  analysis. 

At  the  March  11  meeting,  the 
Commission  staff  argued  that  the 
Commission  might  be  better  advised  to 
defer  consideration  of  incentive 
regulatim  for  oil  pipelines  until  after  the 
Commission  receives  the  results  of  a 
staff  technical  conference  on  April  30, 
1992.  The  staff  is  convening  the 
technical  conference  to  examine  the 
potential  fcv  streamlining  the  regulation 
of  the  interstate  oil  pipeline  industry 
and  to  consider  generic,  market-based 
rates  for  oil  pipelines  under  existing 
law.  1  continue  to  believe,  as  I  have 
testified  before  Congress  and  argued  to 
the  Commission  previously,  that  a 
generic  initiative  proposing  market- 
based  rates  for  much  of  the  industry 
could  be  effective. 

So.  I  strongly  support  the  technical 
conference  initiative  to  explore  that 
possibility,  as  well  as  procedural 
reforms.  At  the  same  time,  however, 
unlese  and  until  some  form  of  generic 
action  is  taken  under  existing  law,  the 
case-by-case  approach  with  time 


consuming  and  costly  market  analyses 
will  remain  the  only  option  to  traditional 
cost-based  regulation  for  oil  pipeline 
companies.  On  that  basis,  the 
Commission  should  probably  consider 
whether  and  how  incentive  regulation 
might  be  applicable  as  an  alternative  to 
continued  traditional  regulation  for  the 
foreseeable  future  for  many  oil 
pipelines. 

As  an  aside,  1  would  note  that  1  found 
particularly  ironic  the  advice  of  the 
Commission  staff  that  the  Commission 
defer  action  on  incentive  regulation  for 
oil  pipelines  because  of  a  forthcoming 
staff  technical  conference,  while  at  the 
same  time  urging  immediate  action 
without  public  comment  for  incentive 
regulation  for  natural  gas  pipelines  in 
the  face  of  an  imminent  Final  Rule  in 
the  so-called  “Mega-NOPR"  proceedings 
in  Docket  No.  RM91-11-000.  More  on 
that  later. 

E.  Natural  Gas  Regulation 

This  for  me  is  the  most  difficult 
jurisdictioiial  regulation  for  which  to 
assess  the  appropriate  role  of  incentive 
ratemaking  at  this  time  for  several 
reasons.  First,  the  predicate  for  the  Task 
Force’s  support  of  incentive  regulation  is 
the  need  to  provide  a  financial  incentive 
for  interstate  piptelines  to  cut  costs 
under  traditional  regulation,  where  there 
is  inadequate  competition  to  impose 
cost  reduction  as  a  competitive  matter. 
At  the  same  time,  the  objective  of  the 
Mega-NOPR  is  to  increase  competition 
on  a  gas-to-gas  basis  on  individual 
pipelines  by  establishing  full 
comparability  of  firm  transportation  and 
related  services,  which  in  turn  will 
support  mOTe  flexible  pricing  and 
regulation  for  both  pipeline  sales  and 
services.  Addititmally,  pipeline-on- 
pipeline  competition  should  be 
enhanced  significantly  by  the  proposed 
measures  in  markets  served  by  two  or 
more  pipelines.  And,  concepts  such  as 
capacity  brokering  add  additional 
dimensions  of  competition  for  pipeline 
capacity  entitlements. 

It  also  is  important  to  bear  in  mind 
that  the  natural  gas  market  now  deals  in 
two  basic  commodities — (1)  the  physical 
natural  gas  molecule  and  (2)  the  pipeline 
capacity  to  deliver  it.  After  die  Mega- 
NOPR  final  rule,  there  probably  will  be 
at  least  one  additional  commodity,  if  not 
more,  and  that  is  die  storage  capacity 
which  can  serve  as  a  competitive 
alternative  (1)  to  direct  wellhead  sales 
and  (2)  to  pipeline  capacity  (particularly 
for  peak  demand  service).  So,  the  Mega- 
NOPR  should  introduce  additional 
competition  in  several  different  forms  in 
several  different  (existing  and  new) 
markets.  Thus,  it  is  not  clear  today  how 
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incentive  ratemaking  either  could  or 
should  be  introduced  into  the  interstate 
pipeline  industry  under  the  Mega-NOPR 
proposals. 

For  that  reason,  I  am  not  persuaded 
we  should  initiate  any  action  on 
incentive  ratemaking  for  pipelines  until 
we  enact  a  final  rule  in  the  Mega-NOPR 
docket.  We  do  need  to  decide  in  that 
docket  (1)  what  services  will  be 
provided  by  pipelines,  (2)  under  what 
terms  and  conditions,  (3)  with  what 
degree  of  potential  competition,  (4)  with 
what  resulting  degree  of  pricing 
flexibility  or  market  rates,  and  (5)  with 
what  remaining  degree  of  traditional 
cost-based  regulation.  There  may  be  a 
different  outcome  for  firm  vs. 
interruptible  for  a  particular  service  and 
as  between  (!)  storage,  (2) 
transportation,  (3)  balancing,  (4) 
gathering,  and  (5)  sales,  for  example.  It 
also  is  noteworthy  that  the  initial 
comments  of  various  parties  in  the 
Nega-NOPR  propose  various  forms  of 
flexible  pricing,  negotiated  rates  and 
incentive  ratemaking  in  alternative 
formulations,  i.e.,  let  us  have  negotiated 
market  rates,  or  failing  that  flexible 
pricing,  or  failing  that  incentive  or 
“motivator"  rates  [e.g.,  for  capacity 
release  programs). 

Consequently,  1  believe  we  need  to 
develop  some  threshold  notion  of  where 
we  are  going  to  land  on  those  issues  in 
the  Mega-NOPR  in  order  to  assess 
whether,  and  if  so,  how  incentive 
ratemaking  will  get  into  the  final  mix.  I 
also  believe  that  it  would  be  appropriate 
for  us  to  look  at  the  specific  services 
then  remaining  under  traditional  cost- 
based  regulation,  if  any,  to  assess  how 
incentive  ratemaking  could  or  should 
apply.  Depending  on  how  the  final  rule 
comes  out.  we  may  find  that  incentive 
ratemaking  could  be  a  good  generic 
supplement  for  services  other  than  more 
competitive  services,  or  we  may  find  it 
will  have  little  generic  value  because 
services  then  will  be  largely 
competitive. 

If  it  is  the  former,  then  we  can  assess 
how  best  to  proceed  on  either  a  case-by- 
case  basis  or  by  generic  policy 
statement.  However,  I  do  not  believe  we 
should  do  an  incentive  ratemaking 
policy  statement  right  after  the  Mega- 
NOPR  final  rule,  because  we  will  still 
need  to  make  the  pipeline  specific 
decisions  under  the  final  rule.  In  fact,  it 
is  likely  that  we  will  not  have  a  clear 
picture  of  a  general  industry  nature  as  to 
how  much  comparability  has  realty  been 
achieved  and  what  formulation 
competitive  pipeline  services  have 
really  taken,  until  the  settlement 
negotiations  on  many  pipelines  are 
complete. 


Fourth,  I  am  not  sure  I  can  agree  with 
the  underlying  assumption  that  there  is 
inadequate  competition  in  today’s 
market  for  cost  cutting.  Take,  for 
example,  interruptible  transportation 
rates  (IT).  They  are  set  at  max-min's 
based  on  cost  recovery  factors,  but 
subject  to  selective  discounting.  And, 
most  pipelines  in  off-peak  periods 
(whenever  the  pipeline  is  not  largely  full 
with  FT  and  firm  sales)  discount  almost 
continuously  by  electronic  bulletin 
board  to  maximize  throughput  in  a 
market  where  one  or  two  pennies  can 
make  a  real  difference. 

Also,  sophisticated  computer  software 
now  makes  it  instantaneously  possible 
to  trace  IT  discounts  on  pipelines 
serving  the  same  geographic  market 
area  to  determine  the  least  cost  path  on 
a  real  time  basis.  Additionally,  the 
"contemporaneous  and  comparable" 
correlative  discount  requirement  in 
Order  No.  497  for  all  similarly  situated 
shippers,  when  a  discount  is  given  to  a 
pipeline  affiliate,  has  served  to  make 
discounting  a  far  more  fair  and  effective 
competitive  tool.  As  a  result,  most 
pipelines  today  have  a  great  incentive 
for  cost  cutting  in  the  face  of 
discounting,  as  we  have  seen  in  many 
pipelines.  This  is  just  one  example  of 
why  we  need  to  have  a  careful 
assessment  of  the  need  for  incentive 
ratemaking  for  cost  reduction  on  a 
pipeline  service-by-service  basis,  that 
reflects  the  actual  competitive 
conditions  advanced  by  the  Final  Rule 
in  the  Mega-NOPR  docket.  And  I  do 
believe,  by  the  way,  that  our  several 
initiatives  since  1984  have  advanced,  if 
not  created,  much  of  the  competitive 
situation  in  the  natural  gas  industry 
today,  just  as  will  the  Mega-NOPR  Final 
Rule. 

F.  Conclusion 

As  a  practical  matter,  the  NOPPS  is 
really  focused  on  transportation 
services  provided  by  natural  gas 
pipelines.  There  is  as  yet  no 
demonstration  that  incentive  regulation 
has  a  particular  place  in  wholesale 
electric  services.  And,  there  even  is 
apparent  opposition  to  its  use  in  Federal 
jurisdictional  services,  as  well  as 
considerable  doubt  as  to  its 
effectiveness  more  generally  for  electric 
services.  Additionally,  oil  pipelines  are 
clearly  an  afterthough,  however, 
meritorious  incentive  regulation  might 
be  for  them,  and  oil  pipelines  are  the 
subject  of  the  staff  technical  conference 
in  any  event.  By  rather  obvious 
deduction,  therefore,  the  NOPPS,  despite 
its  styling,  and  the  PPS,  despite  its 
inclusive  phrasing,  target  transportation 
services  of  natural  gas  pipelines  for 
incentive  regulation.  For  that  reason,  the 


balance  of  this  opinion  will  focus  on 
that  subject. 

III.  The  Legal  Question 

The  Bible  teaches  us,  Ecclesiastes,  1:9, 
"And  there  is  nothing  new  under  the 
sun.”  That  applies  to  incentive 
regulation  as  well.  Though  narrower  in 
scope  than  the  Task  Force’s  program, 
the  Commission  has  tried  incentive 
ratemaking  before  in  natural  gas.  We 
departed  from  strict  cost  of  service 
regulation  in  order  to  provide  various 
incentives  to  gas  companies.  The  efforts 
regarding  exploration  come  to  mind. 

For  example,  in  the  years  before  the 
Natural  Gas  Policy  Act,  the  Commission 
allowed  gas  pipelines  to  extract  higher 
rates  from  customers,  to  pay  producers 
more  (the  advance  payment  program). 
Providing  an  incentive  also  formed  the 
original  rationale  for  allowing  pipelines 
to  keep  for  shareholders,  rather  than 
give  to  ratepayers,  the  benefits  of 
consolidated  tax  savings  that  come  from 
production  losses.  Both  programs  wound 
up  under  review  in  court,  and  as  a 
result,  considerable  case  law  exists  on 
how  properly  to  fashion  an  incentive 
regulation  under  the  “just  and 
reasonable”  standard  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Act. 

The  more  recent.  City  of 
Charlottesville  v.  FERC,  F.2d  945 
(D.C.  Cir.  1981),  struck  down  the 
Commission's  consolidated  tax  policy 
for  gas  pipelines.  The  court  held,  661 
F.2d  945,  950,  that  a  more  rigorous 
standard  of  review  applies  when  the 
Comission  “seeks,  *  *  *  to  encourage  (a 
particular  activity]  through  increased 
rates  to  consumers.”  Quoting  the  City  of 
Detroit  v.  FPC,  230  F.2d  810  (D.C.  Cir. 
1955),  the  court  admonished  (/rf.): 

(Ijf  the  Commission  contemplates 
increasing  rates  for  the  purpose  of 
encouraging  exploration  and  development 
*  *  *  it  must  see  to  it  that  the  increase  is  in 
fact  needed  and  is  na  more  than  is  needed  for 
the  purpose.  Further  than  this  we  think  the 
Commission  cannot  go  without  additional 
authority  from  Congress. 

(Emphasis  added) 

In  addition,  the  Charlottesville  case 
stands  for  the  proposition  that  the 
Commission  must,  through  evidence, 
show  that  the  incentive  works.  The 
court,  661  F.2d  at  953-954,  examined  the 
record  and  found,  as  had  the 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  that  the  extra 
money  the  pipeline  took  in  went,  not  to 
exploration,  but  to  general  corporate 
purposes.  The  court,  661  F.2d  at  954, 
refused  to  "take  it  on  faith  that  such 
funneling  of  tax  savings  does  occur.” 
(Footnote  omitted.) 

Even  this  cursory  legal  analysis 
should  tell  us  that  we  cannot  just  decide 
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to  give  companies  undefined 
‘’incentives.”  such  as  tying  rates  to  some 
external  index.  Radier.  after  overcomiog 
the  hurdle  that  we  need  incentive 
ratemaking  at  all,  the  Commission  must 
show  how  that  the  mechanism  we 
choose  gives  companies  enough,  but  not 
too  much,  money  and,  in  tact  will  bring 
about  cost  reductions.  1  also  think  that 
we  will  have  to  introduce  a  rigorous 
monitoring  program  to  make  sure  that  a 
particular  form  of  incentive  does  more 
than  degenerate  into  windfalls  for  the 
pipeline.  1  also  invite  the  attention  of  the 
reader  to  the  Commission’s  inquti^ 
about  what  standards  the  Commission 
should  use  in  determining  whether 
incentive  rate  proposals  are  just  and 
reasonable  fslip  op.  at  S). 

/V.  Procedawl  Aspects 
A.  Proposed  Policy  Statement 

It  is  particularly  important  that  this  is, 
in  fact  a  proposed  policy  statement  As 
such,  as  ol  t^s  time,  the  PPS  does  not 
represent  a  final  policy  of  the 
Commission.  That  point  is  emphasized 
repeatedly  in  the  Introduction  of  the 
NOPPS,  where  it  is  stated  that  “the 
Commission  proposes  to  define  *  *  * 
proposes  to  set  guidelines  *  *  *  and 
proposes  to  invite  companies  to  file 
incentive  ratemaking  proposals 
consistent  with  the  principles  laid  out  in 
a  final  policy  statement  issued  after  our 
review  of  the  public  comments.  fSlip  op. 
at  1.  2.) 

The  Commission  certainly  could  have 
adopted  an  immediately  effective  policy 
statement  without  any  prior  public 
comments  and  subject  only  to  requests 
for  rehearing  after  issuance.  Speaking 
only  for  myself,  I  believe  that  the 
decision  not  to  proceed  with  an 
immediately  effective  policy  statement, 
but  rather  only  issuing  the  instant 
NOPPS  for  initial  and  reply  comments 
before  considering  a  final  policy 
statemoit  is  very  significant.  In  my 
judgment  that  decision  reflects  a 
preceived  need  for  industry-wide  input 
in  advance  of  any  decision  about  flj 
whether  and  (2)  if  so,  bow  \o  proceed 
with  incentive  regulation  for 
transportation  services  provided  by 
interstate  pipelines,  particularly  in  the 
face  of  the  Mega-NOPR  and  its 
impending  Final  Rule.  The  NOPPS 
approach  will  ensure  that  the 
Commission  has  the  benefit  of  industry¬ 
wide  comment,  as  well  as  the  Task 
Force  recommendation,  before  becoming 
committed  to  any  form  of  incentive 
regulation  for  natural  gas  pipeline 
transportation  services. 

Consequently,  it  would  be  quite 
premature,  in  my  judgment,  to  conclude 
today  that  the  Commission  on  any 


consensus  basis  has  already  embraced 
incentive  regulation  for  such  services 
without  any  hesitation  or  reservation. 
And,  I  would  submit  that  any  suggestion 
to  the  contrary  '“just  ain’t  so.”  Therefore, 

1  would  urge  analyse  and  commenters 
to  address  fully  whether  why 
incentive  regulation  for  such  natural  gas 
pipeline  services  should  be  adopted  as 
Commission  policy,  as  well  as  where, 
when,  and  how  any  policy  of  incentive 
regulation  for  those  same  services 
should  be  implemented. 

B.  Relationship  to  the  Mega-NOPR 

1.  Timing 

The  NOPPS  provides  for  45  days  for 
initial  comments  and  15  days  for  reply 
comments  after  issuance.  However, 
there  remains  considerable  pressure  to 
rush  to  adoption  a  FPS  for  reasons 
apparendy  related  to  the  M^a-NOPR 
final  rule. 

The  order  states  that,  “(tjhis  comment 
period  should  afford  parties  affected  by 
the  Commission's  Final  Rule  in  Docket 
No.  RM91-11-000  an  opportunity  to 
review  the  rule  before  filing  comments 
here  (and)  in  the  event  there  is 
insufficient  time,  the  Commission  will 
extend  the  time  for  emnments  in  this 
proceeding.*’  (Slip  op.  at  22,  23.)  And,  as 
discussed  at  toe  March  11  Commission 
meeting,  the  Commission  is  expected  to 
act  on  the  final  rale  in  early  to  mid- 
April.  Thus,  commenters  in  this 
proceeding  would  have  two  to  three 
weeks  after  that  Final  Rule  issues  to  file 
initial  comments  here  by  late  April  and 
then  reply  comments  by  mid-May,  in  the 
absence  of  an  extension. 

Correspondingly,  requests  for 
rehearing  of  the  final  rule  would  be 
required  by  statue  30  days  after  its 
issuance,  or  in  early  to  mid-May. 
Consequently,  the  Commission  by  mid- 
May  would  probably  have  pending 
before  it  the  record  of  public  comments 
on  incentive  regulation  for  natural  gas 
pipeline  transportation  services  for 
decision  in  a  FPS  in  this  docket,  at  the 
same  time  we  would  have  pending  the 
requests  for  rehearing  in  the  Mega- 
NOPR  docket.  I  am  concerned  that  the 
apparent  coincidence  of  the  pendency  of 
the  two  decisions  (final  policy  here  and 
rehearing  order  there)  may  suggest  or 
invite  a  linkage  in  the  implementation  of 
the  final  rule,  which  I  would  oppose. 

2.  Linkage 

The  Commission  in  the  instant  order 
could  have  announced  an  intent  to  issue 
a  final  policy  statement  as  close  as 
possible  to  the  time  companies  and 
other  interested  parties  begin 
discussions  on  restructuring  in  reponse 
to  toe  final  rule  in  Docket  No.  RM91-11- 


OOGt  thus  indicating  a  clear  policy 
direction  that  incentive  regulation 
proposals  could  or  even  should  be 
considered  as  part  of  those  restructuring 
negotiations.  Rather,  the  Commission  in 
the  NOPPS  stated  that  it  “recognizes 
that  there  is  a  relationship  between  this 
proposed  policy  statement  and  any 
restructuring  proceedings  necessitated 
as  a  result  of  the  final  rule  •  *  *  (and) 
(t)hus,  after  a  review  of  the  comments 
filed  here,  the  Commission  will  Issue 
guidance  on  how  this  policy  statement 
aftects  those  restructuring  proposals." 
(Slip  op.  at  2.) 

This  is  hardly  a  matter  of  purely 
academic  or  mere  procedural  concern. 
The  Reply  Comments  of  the  Natural  Gas 
Supply  Association  and  Indicated 
Producers  (NGSA/IP)  in  Docket  Na 
RMgi-11-000  address  this  linkage  issue 
quite  well,  ns  follows: 

While  toe  term  “incentive  rale*'  apparently 
has  different  laeanings  to  diffoent  segments 
of  the  natural  gas  industry,  at  the  very  least, 
incentive  rates  must  be  designed  to 
encourage  a  pipeline  to  operate  in  the  interest 
of  all  parties,  including  shippers,  and  to 
enhance  pipeline  efficiency.  Therefore,  any 
future  incentive  rate  mechanism  must 
produce  a  “win-win*'  situation  for  pipelines 
and  shippers. 

NGSA/IP  are  troubled,  however,  that  some 
pipelines  have  recently  filed  market-based 
transportation  rates  and  one-sided  profit 
enhancement  schemes  with  toe  Commission 
under  the  guise  of  “incentive  rates."  Those 
proposals  benefit  only  the  pipeline's 
shareholders  at  the  expense  of  all  other 
parties.  They  do  not  have  the  offsetting  and 
commensurate  benefits  which  are  the 
foundation  for  economic  enhancements  and 
efficiencies  under  incentive  rates.  NGSA/IP 
urge  toe  Commission  to  examine  carefully 
purported  “incentive  rate“  filings  to  make 
sure  pipelines  do  not  utilize  incentive  rates 
primarily  to  enhance  revenue  flow  or  to  avoid 
declining  rate  bases. 

Additionally,  the  Commission  should 
carefully  review  "incentive  rates"  which  are 
filed  even  as  settlements  under  the 
implementation  filings  required  under  the 
Final  Rule.  The  Commission  should  assure 
itself  toat  the  parties  have  not  been  coerced 
into  accepting  one-sided  “incentive  rates"  as 
an  inducement  to  toe  pipeline  to  become 
comparable,  something  toe  Final  Rule  wiH 
require  the  pipdine  to  do  anyway.  Incentive 
rates  must  be  economically  beneficial  to  aU 
parties  when  examined  on  a  stand-alone 
basis. 

Finally,  it  is  dear  to  NGSA/IP  that 
regulations  for  incentive  rates  should  not  be 
addressed  in  the  instant  rulemaking.  It  is 
premature  to  fashion  rules  for  incentives  untH 
pipebne  servioes  are  unbundled  and 
comparable.  Only  when  mnbedded.  historic 
cross-submdies  are  ehminated  will  it  be  dear 
which  functioBa  and  aert^es  the  pipeline 
offers  will  benefit  from  incentive  rate 
treatment.  Without  the  clear  pricing  signals 
that  unbundling  of  services  offers  the 
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purported  positive  effects  of  incentive 
ralemaking  will  be  counterproductive  to  the 
efficient  operation  of  the  market.  (Footnote 
omitted.] 

I  am  quite  concerned  that,  in  the 
absence  of  substantial  public  comment 
on  this  linkage  issue,  pipelines  may  be 
authorized,  if  not  affirmatively 
encouraged,  to  incorporate  incentive 
regulation  proposals  pursuant  to  a  Final 
Policy  Statement  in  this  docket  into  the 
restructuring  proceedings.  And,  to  the 
extent  that  settlements  including 
incentive  regulation  for  pipeline  services 
are  negotiated  in  those  proceedings  and 
filed  with  the  Commission,  I  would 
deem  it  very  unlikely  that  the 
Commission  would  be  in  a  position 
procedurally  to  reach  the  merits  of  the 
four  principles  set  forth  in  the  PPS.  such 
as  quantifiable  consumer  benefits,  for 
any  given  incentive  regulation  proposal. 
Under  those  circumstances,  the 
potential  for  coercion  suggested  by 
NGSA/IP  could  be  manifest,  without 
any  realistically  available  remedy. 

Consequently,  1  strongly  would  prefer 
to  require  that  any  incentive  ratemaking 
for  natural  gas  pipelines  under  the  FPS 
must  be  the  subject  of  a  separate  filing 
and  a  separate  docket  without  any 
linkage  or  incorporation  into  the 
restructuring  proceedings.  Sudi  a 
complete  separation  would  ensure  that 
the  Commission  will  have  the  full  legal 
and  policy  flexibility  to  review  any  sudi 
incentive  mechanism  on  the  substantive 
merits,  without  any  settlement 
limitations.  In  my  judgment,  that  is  not 
only  the  best  way.  but  probably  the  only 
effective  way  to  ensure  that  any 
incentive  ratemaking  for  natural  gas 
pipeline  transporation  services  will  be 
consistent  with  applicable  legal 
requirements  and  the  Commission’s 
competitive  policy  objectives  in  the 
Mega-NOPR. 

I  encourage  ail  interested  parties  to 
address  the  linkage  issue  in  their  initial 
and  reply  comments. 

3.  Straight  Fixed  Variable 

The  NOPPS  includes  a  discussion 
about  the  current  rate  design  of  natural 
gas  pipelines  and  the  Commission's 
proposal  in  the  Mega-NOPR  "to  adopt  a 
different  rate  design  methodology  in 
which  the  pipeline's  fixed  costs  would 
be  recovered  solely  through  a  demand 
or  reservation  fee,  unless  the  parties 
otherwise  agree  (and)  (t}he  Commission 
specifically  requests  comments  on  how 
the  policy  proposal  here  relates  to  its 
rate  design  methodology  proposal  in 
Docket  No.  RM91-11-000.’’  (^ip  op.  at 
11.)  Of  course,  this  is  a  rather  obtuse 
way  of  inviting  commenters  to  tell  the 
Commission  again  that  the  Straight 
Fixed  Variable  proposal  in  the 


Mega-NOPR  (assuming  it  survives  in  the 
final  rule)  would  leave  the  pipeline  with 
no  incentive  to  maximize  throughput. 
And,  further,  that  the  fix  for  that 
problem  really  should  be  incentive 
regulation  for  transportation  rates,  ergo, 
we  must  adopt  the  instant  PPS.  And,  oh 
by  the  way,  we  better  hurry  up  to  adopt 
this  PPS  in  order  that  incentive 
ratemaking  can  be  included  in  the  Mega- 
NOPR  restructuring  proceedings  to 
ensure  that  pipelines  have  an  incentive 
to  maximize  throughout,  even  under  SFV 
if  adopted  in  the  final  rule. 

For  those  of  us  poor  (and  probably 
perverted)  souls  who  sadly  delight  in  the 
analytical  chess  game  of  the  regulatory 
process,  that  line  of  attack  is  a 
fascinating  gambit.  Of  course,  the  whole 
issue  of  maxmizing  throughput  goes  to 
the  heart  of  allocative  efficiency,  rather 
than  productive  efficiency.  If  allocative 
efficiency  is  the  primary  objective  here, 
then  that  is  the  subject  of  the  1989  Rate 
Design  Policy  Statement  and  very  much 
the  focus  of  the  Mega-NOPR.  Indeed,  if 
maximizing  throughput  is  a  serious 
concern,  then  as  discussed  earlier,  the 
existing  Order  No.  436  rate  structure  for 
transportation  services  with  maximum 
rates  subject  to  non-discriminatory, 
selective  discounting  provides  a  perfect 
answer,  because  the  discounting  feature 
(i)  achieves  allocative  efficiency  by 
maximizing  throughput  and  at  the  same 
time,  (ii)  achieves  productive  efficiency 
by  creating  a  decided  incentive  to  cut 
costs  in  providing  transportation 
services  in  order  to  maximize  profits 
realized  from  discounted  volumes.  And, 
candidly,  that  is  the  essence  of  the 
debate  which  has  continued  since  the 
early  days  of  the  Task  Force  with  regard 
to  the  fundamental  need  for  incentive 
ratemaking  for  natural  gas 
transportation  services. 

In  any  event,  all  interested  parties 
should  address  the  question  at  page  11 
with  this  explanation  in  mind,  after 
checking  the  final  rule  to  see  whether 
and,  if  so,  how  the  SFV  proposal  in  the 
Mega-NOPR  fared  in  the  final  rule.  And, 
if  SFV  is  retained  in  some  form,  what 
effect  does  that  have  on  (i)  the 
allocative  efficiency  and  (ii)  the 
productive  efficiency  of  pipeline 
transportation  services?  And,  then  how 
would  incentive  regulation  for  those 
services  affect  those  separate 
efficiencies  generally?  And,  more 
specifically,  is  there  any  resulting 
justification  for  replacing  current 
transportation  rate  policies  with 
incentive  rateraaking,  apart  from  the 
aforementioned  gambit? 

C.  Experimental  Nature  of  the  Proposal 

There  has  been  some  suggestion  that 
the  intention  of  the  PPS  realty  is  only  to 


commission  "experiments”  in  incentive 
ratemaking  for  natural  gas  pipeline 
transportation  services,  in  order  to  build 
a  body  of  knowledge  for  further  policy 
development  in  this  area.  Traditionally, 
the  Commission  has  used  experiments 
on  occasion  to  develop  operating 
experience  and  obtain  empirical  data  for 
such  purposes.  The  Southwest  Bulk 
Power  Experiment  and  the  Western 
Systems  l^wer  Pool  initiative  are 
examples  of  such  expteriments.  The 
Commission  articulated  at  the  outset  the 
objectives  it  hoped  to  achieve,  set  up 
criteria  for  evaluation,  provided  for  the 
collection  of  data  for  analysis,  and  used 
outside  consultants  to  provide  an 
independent  analysis  of  the  data  and  an 
objective  assessment  of  the  results  of 
the  experiment. 

Then,  the  Commission  carefully 
considered  the  results  of  the  analysis, 
the  conclusions  of  the  experts,  and  the 
recommendations  of  the  partidpants, 
other  interested  parties  and  the 
Commission  staff  before  deciding  how 
to  proceed  with  a  more  general  policy. 

In  the  Western  Systems  Power  Pool 
case,  for  example,  the  Commission 
extended  the  experiment  at  the  request 
of  the  parties,  when  it  became  clear  that 
certain  delays  had  prevented  the  timely 
collection  of  adequate  data  for  analysis. 
And,  there  was  considerable  debate  in 
that  case  at  the  Commission  about  the 
degree  of  transmission  pricing  flexibility 
necessary  to  achieve  the  bulk  of  the 
consumer  benefits. 

It  is  also  noteworthy  that  courts 
reviewing  such  traditional  experiments, 
including  the  Western  Systrans  Power 
Pool,  have  been  willing  to  provide  the 
Commission  with  considerably  more 
latitude  than  might  otherwise  be 
available  under  a  typically  more  rigid 
application  of  statutory  standards,  such 
as  “just  and  reasonable"  for  natural  gas 
pipeline  rates.  Courts  in  those  cases 
have  emphasized,  however,  that  to 
qualify  for  such  greater  latitude  the 
Commission  must  be  quite  precise  in 
establishing  the  objectives,  evaluation 
criteria,  data  collection,  analytical 
process,  monitoring  mechanism,  and 
specific  review  procedures,  such  as  in 
Western  Systems  Power  Pool. 

The  legal  discussion  in  the  original 
Western  Systems  Power  Pool  order  set 
out  the  proper  standard  for  supporting 
experimental  departures  from 
traditional  cost-based  rates.  Citing  to 
Maryland  People's  Counsel  V.  FERC, 

781  F.2d  768,779  (D.C.  CIr.  1965),  we  said, 
"[TJhe  law]  defnand[s]  an  articulation 
*  *  *  of  the  Commission’s  reasons  for 
believing  that  more  harm  than  good" 
will  result  from  the  experiment.  Pacific 
Gas  Sr  Electric  Company,  38  FERC  f 
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61,242  at  61,793  (1987).  (For  the  full  text 
of  that  discussion,  see  Attachment  D  to 
this  opinion). 

By  all  of  those  legal  and  past  practice 
indicia,  this  PPS  is  decidedly  not  an 
“experiment"  perse  for  purposes  of  any 
analysis  or  public  comment.  While  the 
Task  Force  may  have  in  mind  the  notion 
of  having  a  series  of  incentive 
ratemaking  mechanisms  in  place  on  any 
number  of  natural  gas  pipelines  across 
the  country  as  some  form  of  grand 
“experiment”  to  see  how  they  all  work, 
that  is  not  tantamount  to  a  true 
regulatory  “experiment"  in  legal  or 
policy  terms.  Rather,  as  the  attempted 
linkage  to  the  Mega-NOPR  restructuring 
cases  make  clear,  the  clear  and 
unambiguous  direction  is  to  make  any 
one  of  several  incentive  ratemaking 
mechanisms  available  to  all  pipelines  at 
the  same  time,  i.e.,  mid-1992  for 
incorporation  in  those  restructuring 
proceedings.  That  may  be  a  “grand 
experiment"  in  continental  terms,  but  it 
quite  simply  is  not  an  “experiment"  in 
traditional  regulatory  terminology. 

VI.  Substantive  Merits  of  the  PPS 
A.  Regulatory  Standards 

The  PPS  includes  a  discussion  of 
Regulatory  Standards  involving  (1) 
incentive  mechanisms  must  be 
prospective,  (2)  participation  must  be 
voluntary,  (3)  incentive  mechanisms 
must  be  understood  by  all  parties  and, 
perhaps  most  significant  (4)  benefits  to 
consumers  must  be  quantifiable.  (Slip 
op.  at  11-13.) 

In  order  to  assess  these  proposed 
standards,  my  office  has  attempted  to 
review,  as  best  time  allows,  the  FCC 
experience  and  AT&T  price  cap 
regulation.  The  middle  of  1990  was  the 
end  of  the  first  year  of  price  cap 
regulation  pursuant  to  the  landmark 
order  issued  by  the  FCC,  after  the 
original  NOPR  was  re-noticed  by  the 
Bush  Administration  appointees.  In  that 
first  year,  the  FCC  calculated  that  AT&T 
customers  benefited  by  $727  million  in 
reduced  rates  under  price  cap 
regulation. 

AT&T  services  are  now  divided  into 
17  separate  categories.  There  are  limits 
on  increases  in  any  given  category  each 
year,  and  AT&T  is  also  required  to 
reduce  the  average  residential  rate  by  2 
percent  annually  in  real  terms.  The  caps 
on  each  group  of  services  (1.  residential 
and  small  business;  2.  800  service,  and  3. 
all  other  business  services)  also  are 
adjusted  to  reflect  changes  in  exogenous 
costs,  productivity  and  rate 
restructuring.  The  following  discussion 
is  based  on  a  report  to  the  House 
Subcommittee  on  Telecommunications 
and  Finance  by  the  FCC  Common 


Carrier  Bureau  in  October,  1990  entitled 
“AT&Ts  Performance  Under  Price  Cap 
Regulation,"  which  is  one  of  several 
documents  we  have  obtained  from  the 
FCC  for  review  of  their  program. 

After  one  year,  service  prices  were,  on 
average,  4.3  percent  lower.  Prices  in  15 
of  the  17  service  categories  decreased 
and  the  largest  increase  was  less  than  .3 
percent.  Adjustments  in  the  price  caps 
after  one  year  reduced  the  limits  in  all 
three  baskets — down  2.4  percent  in 
basket  1;  down  2.9  percent  in  basket  2; 
and  down  1.6  percent  in  basket  3.  In 
addition,  the  FCC  allowed  12  filings  for 
below-band  pricing  of  AT&T  offerings  to 
take  effect  after  determining  that  they 
met  the  "average  variable  costs"  test 
standard  to  guard  against  predatory 
pricing.  AT&T  earnings  remained  within 
their  historic  benchmark  and  yet  were 
sufficient  to  support  needed  investments 
in  service  and  modernization  during  the 
first  years  of  price  cap  regulation, 
according  to  the  FCC,  with  a  rate  of 
return  of  11.62%  during  the  period. 

Significantly,  the  FCC  in  its  order 
established  a  number  of  key 
measurements  to  monitor  the 
effectiveness  of  price  cap  regulation. 
They  included  new  and  restructured 
services,  as  a  measure  of  innovation  and 
efficiency,  where  AT&T  introducted  27 
new  services  in  the  first  year.  The  AT&T 
market  share  was  monitored  to 
determine,  if  other  interstate  carriers 
could  continue  to  compete.  The  quality 
of  service  was  monitored  specifically  to 
guard  against  undetected  service 
degradation. 

The  FCC  also  reviewed  the  technical 
standards  contained  in  all  AT&T  tariffs 
and  monitored  the  customer  complaint 
process  maintained  by  the  Enforcement 
Division.  The  FCC  also  tracked  capital 
expenditure  variations  to  assess  the 
potential  impact  on  network  capacity, 
service  quality,  and  facilities 
modernization,  to  ensure  that 
modernization  and  network  upgrading 
proceed  apace  across  the  system. 
Additionally,  the  FCC  order  provides  for 
an  ongoing  “reconsideration  process” 
for  future  adjustments  as  required,  as 
well  as  the  possibility  of  changes  if  the 
ongoing  monitoring  of  tariffs  and  new 
data  indicate  problem  areas.  Finally,  the 
FCC  will  conduct  a  comprehensive 
reexamination  of  the  price  cap 
regulation  at  the  end  of  the  first  three 
years,  in  mid-1992. 

I  submit  this  summary  of  the  FCC's 
first  year  of  experience  with  AT&T  price 
cap  regulation  to  point  out.the  highly 
complex  approach  adopted  by  the  FCC 
after  almost  three  years  of  analysis  and 
two  separate  industry  wide  NOPRs.  1 
also  recognize  fully  that  this  particular 
price  cap  regulation  remains  very 


controversial  in  many  quarters  where 
the  FCC’s  approach  has  been  challenged 
and  criticized.  And,  of  course,  one  could 
argue,  “see  it  really  can  work  for  the 
benefit  of  ratepayers,  to  enhance 
competition,  etc.,  etc." 

But  the  real  point  is  that  it  takes  a 
very  specific  and  detailed  approach  (we 
can  provide  citations  to  the  relevant 
FCC  documents  for  anyone  wanting  to 
study  them)  in  order  to  ensure  that 
ratepayers,  in  fact,  benefit  from  any 
particular  incentive  ratemaking 
proposal.  The  PPS  may  be  a  good 
concept  or  “Foundation”  discussion  to 
spur  further  analysis  and  debate,  but  it 
does  not  strike  me  as  anywhere  near 
specific-enough  or  detailed-enough  to 
support  a  decision  to  implement 
incentive  ratemaking  at  this  point  on 
any  generic  basis  for  interstate  natural 
gas  pipeline  transportation  services. 

B.  Productive  Efficiency 

The  PPS  concludes  that  none  of  the 
current  incentive  approaches  used  by 
the  Commission  has  a  strong  long-term 
effect  on  costs.  Apart  from  general 
theory,  we  do  not  have  any  empirical 
data  to  support  that  conclusion  for 
interstate  pipelines.  For  example,  the 
issue  of  how  best  to  establish 
throughout  projections  reflecting 
discounted  volumes  is  a  hotly  contested 
matter  in  most  rate  cases  and  much 
debated  by  the  Commission  during  and 
since  the  1989  Rate  Design  Policy 
Statement,  as  discounted  volumes  have 
become  increasingly  significant  in 
aggregate  totals.  And,  as  discussed 
much  earlier,  selective  discounting 
appears  to  have  led  to  significant 
pressures  to  cut  costs  throughout  the 
industry. 

The  PPS  then  asserts  that  incentive 
regulation  differs  from  traditional 
regulation  in  that  it  fosters  long-term 
productive  efficiency,  which  the  PPS 
declares  as  the  primary  objective  of  the 
proposed  policy,  citing  to  the  1989 
Research  Report  of  the  Commission’s 
Office  of  Economic  Policy  (OEP). 
Whether  incentive  regulation  for 
transportation  services  of  natural  gas 
pipelines  will,  in  fact,  achieve  any 
demonstrable  level  of  incrementally 
increased  productive  efficiency  in  the 
post  Mega-NOPR  era,  therefore, 
becomes  a  crucial  threshold  analytical 
issue,  (assuming,  of  course,  that  there  is 
a  consensus  that  the  productive 
efficiency  of  those  services  require  sucn 
improvement  under  current  policy,  such 
as  discounting  of  interruptible 
transportation  services  discussed 
above).  Thus,  the  analysis  and 
conclusions  of  the  1989  OEP  Report 
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become  directly  relevant  to  the 
substantive  merits  of  the  PPS. 

A  May.  1991.  NRRI  Research  Report 
entitled.  “A  Review  of  FERC's  Technical 
Reports  on  Incentive  Regulation’* 
provides  a  useful  analysis  of  the  1989 
OEP  report.  At  my  request.  OEP 
provided  the  Commission  with  a 
response  to  the  NRRI  report  in  the  best 
spirit  of  analytical  discourse  about  this 
issue.  Upon  further  review  and  study.  I 
remain  impressed  with  the  attached 
conclusion  of  the  NRRI  report  and  the 
critical  analysis  it  presents. 

When  one  compares  the  PPS  with  the 
NRRI  report,  there  are  many  substantive 
similarities  with  regard  to  the  particular 
aspects  of  the  incentive  ratemaking 
alternatives  discussed  in  the  paper.  At 
the  same  time,  however,  the  NRRI  report 
reaches  different  conclusions  in  terms  of 
(1)  the  cost  cutting  incentives  under 
existing  traditional  regulation  and 
competitive  initiatives  already 
underway  (and  also  contemplated  by 
the  Mega-NOPR  for  interstate  pipeline 
and  by  the  Commission’s  electric  power 
regulatory  policies  for  electric  utilities) 
and  (2)  the  likely  benefits  for  ratepayers 
under  the  incentive  proposals,  as 
opposed  to  the  regulated  companies. 

I  would  still  like  to  see  an  effort  by  the 
Commission  to  reconcile  those 
differences  between  the  NRRI  report 
and  the  PPS  on  an  objective  analytical 
basis.  For  example,  ft  might  be 
appropriate  to  invite  the  NRRI  staff 
members  to  review  the  PPS  and  address 
the  differing  conclusions.  Failing  that.  I 
would  separately  approach  NRRI  for 
further  discussion  of  their  report  and 
conclusions,  as  can  any  Commissioner. 

C.  Some  Possible  Mechanisms 

The  PPS  discusses  in  general 
conceptual  terms  five  possible  incentive 
mechanisms  for  the  transportation 
services  if  interstate  natural  gas 
pipelines,  including;  (1)  Automatic  rate 
changes.  (2)  performance  targets.  (3) 
flexible  pricing,  (4)  benefit  sharing,  and 
(5)  consumer  welfare  bonus. 

As  discussed  earlier,  the  Michigan 
State  Regulatory  Incentives  Study,  the 
NRRI  Re[X}rt,  the  Berg  and  Jeong  study, 
and  the  New  York  PSC  Issues  Paper, 
among  others,  provide  useful  reference 
material  related  to  the  various  incentive 
mechanisms,  including  the  five 
discussed  in  the  PPS. 

I  also  believe  that  the  New  York  PSC 
Issues  Paper  provides  a  useful  basis  as  a 
reference  frame  for  how  to  analyze  the 
various  ratemaking  options  and  the 
resulting  Alternative  RegualtcMry 
Strategies,  including  the  identified 
advantages  and  disadvantages.  I  believe 
the  Issues  Paper  should  save  as  a 
model  for  how  the  Commission  should 


proceed  to  flesh  out  the  options  and 
Altentative  Strategies  for  electric 
utilities,  oil  pipelines,  and  natural  gas 
pipelines,  with  particular  attention  to 
the  speciHc  jurisdictional  rate  or  service 
to  be  considered  for  incentive 
ratemaking,  as  discussed  above.  1  think 
such  an  aiialysis  would  be  a  useful  step  - 
before  we  decide  to  adopt  the  largely, 
otherwise  unsuppated  conclusions  in 
the  proposed  poUcy  statement 

I  also  should  note  a  new  study  by 
Brown,  Williams,  Quinn  &  Chiiui.  Inc.. 
“An  Overview  of  Incentive  Ratemaking 
Mechanisms:  Application  to  Interstate 
Natural  Gas  Pipelines,”  December.  1991. 
This  “White  Paper.”  according  to  the 
Foster  Report  of  February  27, 1992 
(Report  No.  1865-p.2),  “was  apparently 
circulated  in  anticipation  of  a  discussion 
of  a  proposed  policy  statement  on 
incentive  ratemaking  at  FERC’s  open 
meeting  on  February  26,”  but  the  item 
was  removed  from  the  meeting  agenda, 
so  the  discussion  did  not  take  place.  I 
personally  have  no  knowledge  about 
how  or  why  the  White  Paper  was 
prepared  by  Brown,  Williams,  Quinn  * 
Chinn,  Inc.,  nor  anything  about  the 
timing  of  (he  white  papier's  release. 
According  to  the  Foster  Report: 

The  white  paper  describes  Hve  workable 
mechanisms  to  design  and  implement 
incentive  rates.  According  to  the  study. 

"these  mechanisms  result  in  win-win 
outcomes  where  both  the  pipeline  and  its 
customers  stand  to  gain  economic  benehts.” 
All  reflect  “the  same  philosophy  of  offering 
the  pipeline  a  financial  incentive  to  achieve 
higher  productivity.”  Five  mechanisms  were 
explored  because  “pipeline  systems  are  so 
different  in  their  mix  or  services,  cost 
structure  and  de^e  of  completion  that  no 
single  incentive  rate  design  will  work  on  all 
of  them."  For  that  reascm.  the  paper  declared, 
incentive  rates  could  be  implemented  through 
individual  rate  case  filings  under  NGA 
Section  4.  not  throngh  a  generic  FERC 
rulemaking. 

With  respect  to  each  of  the  five  incentive 
rate  mechanisms,  the  white  paper  described 
how  rates  would  be  set,  the  flexibility  to 
change  rates,  the  impact  on  frequency  of  rate 
cases,  benefits,  and  ap]dicabihty  to  pipelines 
in  differenct  states  of  development  Examples 
were  also  provided. 

The  five  "wwkable”  mechanisms 
described  in  the  report  include:  (1)  rate 
cap  regulation,  (2)  zone  of 
reasonableness,  (3)  bounded  rates,  (4) 
sharing  of  efficiency  gains,  and  (5) 
incentive  rate  of  return.  Those 
mechanisms  in  varying  degrees  relate 
analytically  to  the  five  possible 
mechanisms  set  forth  in  the  PPS, 
although  in  some  cases  there  is  a  mix  of 
competitive  and  non-competitive  factors 
incmsistent  with  the  ondalying  presmse 
of  the  PPS  that  the  incentive  regulation 
is  solely  for  non-competitive  activities. 


such  as  pipeline  transportation.  1 
mention  the  Brown.  Williams,  Quinn 
and  Chinn  report  in  order  that  interested 
parties  will  have  the  benefit  of  this 
recent,  natural  gas  pipeline-q>ecific 
analysis  by  that  knowledgeable 
consulting  group.  We  are  still  reviewing 
the  report  at  this  time  to  assess  its 
analysis  of  the  incentive  mechanisms. 

D.  The  Viking  Case 

The  most  recent  decision  of  the 
Commission  regarding  incentive 
regulation  ocoirred  in  Viking  Gas 
Transmission  Company  (57  FERC 
^  61,417)  {Viking),  cited  in  (he  PPS  for 
the  proposition  that  an  incentive  rate 
proposal  must  have  a  quantifiable 
benefit  for  consumers.  The  Commission 
rejected  the  company’s  “proposed 
incentive  rate  scheme  because,  inter 
aha,  it  seemed  to  guarantee  that  future 
rates  would  be  higher  than  they  would 
otherwise  be  under  traditional 
embedded  cost  ratemaking,’’  (Slip  op.  at 
13,  n.ll.)  Nevertheless,  the  rejection  of 
Viking’s  mechanism  was  without 
prejudice  to  its  refiling  at  a  later  date 
and,  to  that  end,  a  technical  confermice 
was  to  be  established  to  explore  other 
incentive  mechanisms  (as  well  as  an  FT 
bidding  program)  that  might  be 
acceptable  in  the  future. 

Viking  provides  an  interesting  and 
valuable  case  study,  in  my  judgment,  of 
the  potential  problems  associated  with 
incentive  ratemaking  for  natural  gas 
pipelines,  particularly  in  the  context  of 
the  Mega-NOPR  restructuring 
proceedings.  1  believed  the  protestors 
raised  concerns  which  justified 
summary  rejecticm  of  Viking  Gas 
Transmission  Company’s  (Viking)  so- 
called  “incMttive”  and  “market 
oriented”  proposals  on  the  substantive 
merits.  The  order  included  questions  in 
Appendix  C  which  would  eficit 
information  to  respond  to  the  protestors’ 
and  the  Commission’s  concerns.  I  would 
much  fvefer  to  have  the  answers  to  such 
questions  b^ore  accepting  any  incentive 
rate  proposab  in  the  future  And,  1 
suggest  that  a  FPS  should  impose  such  a 
requirement. 

First  although  the  pipeline  had  chosen 
to  term  its  proposal  an  “incentive” 
mechanism,  there  is  no  incentive  for  the 
pipeline  to  reduce  costs  and  no  showing 
of  increased  efficienqr.  As  imposed  by 
Viking,  thu  “incentive  rate”  prc^osal  b 
just  another  way  to  increase  revenues  to 
the  pipeline  wiAout  any  increase  in 
efficiency  or  in  the  quality  of  services.  I 
see  no  justification  to  depart  horn 
traditional  cost  of  service  ratemaking 
unless  there  b  a  clear  indication  that  the 
customers  will  be  better  under  the 
new  proposal;  Le,  lower  rates  for  the 
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same  quality  service  or  higher  quality 
service  for  the  same  rates  otherwise 
established  under  current  policy.  As 
pointed  out  by  Northern  Minnesota 
Utilities  (NMU),  “The  QRAM  guarantees 
recovery  of  continually  escalating  rates 
at  a  time  when  Viking’s  rates  should  be 
decreasing  to  reflect  its  steadily 
declining  rate  base." 

Second,  Viking  proposed  mark- 
oriented  rate  structures  for  new  firm 
transportation  (FT)  capacity  which 
becomes  available  and  for  interruptible 
transportaion  (IT)  capacity.  The 
Commission  has  permitted  pipelines  to 
depart  from  traditional  cost  of  service 
rates  and  charge  market  based  rates  for 
services  for  which  it  has  shown  that  the 
pipeline  does  not  exercise  significant 
market  power.  However,  Viking  had 
neither  shown,  nor  attempted  to  show, 
that  it  does  not  have  significant  market 
power  over  its  transportation  capacity. 
The  Commission  should  not  accept  such 
proposals  until  that  determination  is 
made.  Again,  I  do  not  see  how  the 
customers  will  be  better  off  under  these 
proposals.  In  addition,  as  the  NSP 
Companies  note  in  their  protest,  these 
market-oriented  mechanisms  would 
"artificially  raise  the  price  of 
transportation  at  the  expense  of 
producer  netbacks,  thus  discouraging 
gas  exploration  to  the  detriment  of  the 
consumers  and  the  nation’s  energy 
policy,’’  (emphasis  added) 

Third,  the  Commission  summarily 
rejected  Viking’s  proposal  to  design 
maximum  FT  rates  on  the  basis  of 
replacement  costs.  In  a  non-competitive 
environment,  rates  should  not  be 
designed  to  recover  more  than  the 
original  construction  cost  incurred  by 
the  pipeline.  As  a  practical  matter,  the 
use  of  replacement  costs  here  to 
establish  a  so-called  “cost  based  cap" 
results  in  a  maximum  rate  which  is  so 
high  as  to  not  provide  any  reasonable 
constraint  on  prices.  The  end  result, 
again,  is  unreasonably  high  rates  with 
no  incrase  in  efficiency  or  quality  of 
services.  The  NSP  Companies  point  out 
in  their  protest  that  the  Commission  has 
previously  rejected  the  use  of 
replacement  costs  for  the  design  of 
open-access  transportation  rates,  citing 
to  Bayou  Interstate  Pipeline  System,  41 
FERC  H  61,086  (1987). 

Fourth.  Viking  had  mixed  a  so-called 
“incentive"  proposal  with  a  market 
based  proposal  for  the  same  services. 
Not  only  would  shippers  be  required  to 
bid  for  new  FT  capacity,  subject  to  an 
unreasonably  high  so-called  “cost 
based"  cap,  their  bid  would  then 
escalate  through  the  application  of  the 
QRAM,  thus  further  enhancing  Viking’s 
revenues  for  no  efficiency  gains. 


It  is  possible  that  these  rate 
mechanisms  could  have  been  put  into 
effect,  subject  to  refund,  after  the  Five 
month  suspension  period.  However,  I 
did  not  believe  that  the  refund 
obligation  provided  adequate  protection 
to  Viking’s  customers  against  the  severe 
disruptions  which  would  be  caused  by, 
in  effect,  permitting  a  monopoly  to 
charge  “market  based"  rates.  Therefore, 

I  supported  summary  rejection  of 
Viking’s  “incentive"  and  “market 
oriented”  proposals. 

I  would  note  that  the  incorporation  of 
incentive  ratemaking  proposals  in  the 
restructuring  proceedings  and  any 
subsequent  settlements  could  deny  the 
Commission  as  a  practical  matter  the 
flexibility  to  suspend  or  reject  a 
proposal  similar  to  that  of  Viking.  To 
that  extent,  the  discussion  in  the 
conclusion  of  the  NOPPS  about 
scrutinizing  closely  any  incentive 
ratemaking  proposal,  rejecting  any 
proposal  not  consistent  with  the  goals  of 
the  PPS,  and  suspending  others  for  the 
full  statutory  period  could  ring  hollow  in 
practice,  as  argued  by  NGSA/IP  in  their 
reply  comments  to  the  Mega-NOPR. 

That  settlement  circumstance  also  could 
frustrate  the  opportunity  for  the 
Commission  to  require  the  analysis  and 
information  contained  in  Appendix  C  to 
the  Viking  order  and  deemed  necessary 
by  the  Commission  there  for  our  review 
before  we  would  act  on  any  such  Viking 
proposal. 

As  noted  above,  I  believe  the 
Commission  in  any  FPS  should  adopt  a 
requirement  that  any  filing  of  an 
incentive  ratemaking  proposal  must 
include  the  same  detailed  type  of 
information  and  analysis  specified  in  the 
Appendix  C  for  Commission  review 
prior  to  any  decision  on  the  proposal. 
Such  a  requirement  would  enable  the 
Commission  to  assess  whether  there 
was  any  quantiHable  consumer  benefit, 
particularly  in  the  form  of  a  rate 
reduction  from  otherwise  applicable 
rates  under  current  policy,  among  other 
features  of  the  proposal.  I  request  that 
commenters  consider  such  a 
requirement,  as  well  as  the  concomitant 
requirement  that  incentive  ratemakings 
be  included  only  in  separate  dockets 
outside  of  the  restructuring  proceedings, 
so  we  could  actually  consider  the  data 
adduced  by  the  information 
requirement. 

For  the  convenience  of  the  interested 
parties,  I  have  attached  a  copy  of 
Appendix  C  of  the  Viking  order 
(Attachment  C).  1  also  would  note  that 
certain  of  the  questions  in  Appendix  C 
are  quite  relevant  to  the  analysis  of  the 
PPS,  as  well  as  any  speciFic  incentive 


ratemaking  proposal  that  might  be  fileH 
in  response  to  a  FPS. 

E.  Specific  Questions 

The  PPS  includes  a  wide  ranging 
discussion  of  current  ratemaking 
policies  and  suggestions  about  the 
potential  benefits  of  incentive 
ratemaking,  as  an  alternative  to  those 
policies  where  competitive  forces  are 
inadequate  to  support  market-based 
options.  The  following  comments  and 
questions  are  intended  to  provide 
interested  parties  with  an  analytical 
basis  for  approaching  key  aspects  and 
factors.  The  page  citations  are  to  the  slip 
opinion. 

(1)  The  NOPPS  states  that  a  larger  j 

interval  between  rate  periods  gives  the  ' 

utility  added  incentives  to  minimize 

costs  and  operate  more  efficiently  (slip 

o.  at  3).  ' 

However,  the  Commission’s  current 
three-year  rate  requirement  is  only 
applicable  to  companies  which  have  a 
Purchased  Gas  Adjustment  (PGA) 
clause  for  tracking  gas  costs.  In  the 
Mega-NOPR,  the  Commission  has 
proposed  to  issue  pipelines  blanket 
sales  certificates  under  which  sales 
would  be  made  at  market-based  prices 
thus  eliminating  the  need  for  a  PGA.  As 
a  result,  pipelines  will  not  be  subject  to 
a  mandatory  three-year  review.  Would 
this  elimination  of  the  three-year  rate  I 

review  provide  the  pipeline  with 
sufficient  incentives  to  minimize  costs  | 

and  operate  more  efficiently?  i 

(2)  In  addition,  the  NOPPS  states 
“Lengthening  the  period  between  rate 
cases  increases  the  incentive  for  utilities 
to  take  risks  associated  with  aggressive 
cost  cutting  measures."  (Slip  op.  at  10.) 

What  type  of  risks  might  the  pipeline 
take  to  aggressively  cut  costs?  Can  the 
pipeline  be  expected  to  take  such  risks 
without  negatively  impacting  on  the 
current  quality  of  service  or  reliability  of 
service?  Could  the  “incentive  to 
aggressively  cut  costs"  slow  the 
implementation  or  adoption  of  the  type 
of  new  technology  which  will  be 
beneficial,  if  not  necessary,  for  the  post- 
Mega-NOPR  restructuring  of  the  natural 
gas  industry?  How  might  the 
Commission  address  these  concerns  in 
its  review  of  individual  incentive  rate 
proposals? 

(3)  The  NOPPS  states  that  proposals 
must  contain  standards  to  measure 
quality  of  service  and  incentives  to 
maintain  it.  (Slip  op.  at  14.) 

What  are  some  standards  the 
Commission  might  expect  to  be  included 
to  measure  quality  of  service?  What  sort 
of  incentives  might  be  proposed  to 
ensure  current  quality  of  service  is 
maintained?  Should  not  the  industry  be 
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concerned  with  improving  quality  of 
service  and  reliabilty  in  order  to 
improve  the  current  perception  in 
certain  markets  that  natural  gas  is  less 
reliable  than  other  energy  sources? 

(4)  The  Brown,  Williams,  Quinn  and 
Chinn  white  paper  discussed  how 
difficult  developing  a  productivity  index 
can  be  and  appears  to  conclude  that 
setting  the  level  would  be  a  matter  of 
negotiation.*  Please  comment  on  how 
such  indices  may  be  developed.  Would 
negotiating  a  productivity  index  provide 
the  pipeline  with  additional  leverage  in 
the  upcoming  restructuring  proceedings? 
How  might  the  Commission  ensure  that 
an  index  that  is  the  result  of 
negotiations  is  a  fair  measure  of 
productivity  and  won’t  merely  serve  to 
provide  the  pipeline  with  additional 
revenues  for  the  same  costs  and  same 
services? 

(5)  The  NOPPS  states  that  incentive 
proposals  may  contain  new  techniques 
for  flexible  pricing.  In  response  to  my 
questions  regarding  the  value  of  flexible 
pricing  in  relation  to  other  incentive  rate 
mechanisms,  staff  responded  that 
flexible  pricing  is  one  way  to  achieve 
greater  allocative  efficiency.  However, 
staff  stated  that  it  is  not  an  integral  part 
of  incentive  regulation,  which  is  focused 
on  productive  efficiency  [i.e.,  cost 
reduction  measures,  such  as  reducing 
O&M).  In  staffs  opinion,  flexible  pricing 
is  valuable,  but  it  has  little  to  do  with 
getting  pipelines  to  minimize  costs. 
Rather,  it  has  everything  to  do  with 
getting  pipelines  to  use  their  existing 
facilties  most  efficiently  [i.e.,  tailoring 
services  and  prices  to  be  responsive  to 
the  needs  and  operating  characteristics 
of  individual  customers).  In  addition, 
staff  recognized  that  selective 
discounting,  one  type  of  flexible  pricing, 
has  been  valuable  in  getting  pipelines  to 
increase  volumes  on  under-used  systems 
and  customers  receiving  the  discounts 
have  certainly  benefitted  from  lower 
rates.  However,  staff  asserted  that  this 
is  not  the  same  as  saying  that  pipelines 
have  cut  costs  as  a  result  of  selective 
discounting. 

Flexible  pricing  in  the  context  of  the 
NOPPS  (slip  op.  at  19)  seems  to  mean 
the  ability  of  the  company  to  charge 
rates  above  the  current  maximum  cost 
based  rate  as  necessary  to  ration 
capacity.  How  might  the  Commission 
analyze  flexible  pricing  proposals  to 
ensure  that  they  don’t  result  in 
excessive  cost  shifting  between  captive 
and  non-captive  customers  or  excessive 
revenues  to  the  pipelines?  Is  it  true  that 


*  The  NOPPS  discussed  productivity  adjustments 
on  p.  15  of  the  slip  op. 


pipelines  have  not  cut  costs  as  a  result 
of  selective  discounting? 

(6)  Flexible  pricing  raises  additional 
equity  issues.  Staff  explained  to  the 
Task  Force  that  some  firms  have  so  few 
costs  left  (due  to  highly  depreciated  rate 
bases)  that  they  cannot  raise  rates  high 
enough  to  retain  capacity  without  over¬ 
recovering  costs.  Conversely,  other  are 
so  seldom  constrained  that  their  rates 
are  always  higher  than  needed  to  ration 
capacity.  That  tends  to  raise  a  problem 
of  equity,  not  efficiency,  raising  the 
question  of  who  is  left  paying  for  surplus 
capacity.  Although  raised  to  the  Task 
Force,  staff  later  said  this  is  not  a 
problem  intended  to  be  addressed  by 
incentive  regulations  as  proposed  in  the 
NOPPS.  I  would  like  industry  comment 
concerning  this  equity  issue  and  how  it 
might  be  negatively  or  positively 
impacted  by  incentive  regulation  and 
how  the  Commission  might  address 
these  concerns.  Are  there  other  equity 
issues  involved  in  Incentive  Regulation 
or  Flexible  Pricing  mechanisms  which 
the  Commission  should  address  when 
analyzing  these  proposals? 

(7)  In  its  discussion  of  Consumer 
Welfare  (slip  op.  at  21)  the  NOPPS 
seems  to  say  that  it  may  not  be  possible 
to  add  value  to  the  pipeline  customers’ 
quality  of  service.  If  so,  then  logically 
incentive  ratemaking  may  only  lead  to 
higher  prices  for  the  same  quality  of 
service.  I  would  like  comments  on 
whether  that  is  true,  and  if  so,  what 
benefit  is  there  to  the  consumer  in 
adoping  incentive  rate  proposals? 

V.  Conclusion 

’  While  I  strongly  would  have  preferred 
to  defer  action  on  incentive  regulation  of 
natural  gas  pipeline  tranportation 
services  until  after  implementation  of 
the  Mega-NOPR  Final  Rule,  I  am  willing 
reluctantly  to  support  a  proposed  policy 
statement  subject  to  meaningful  public 
comment  as  a  compromise.  I  have 
attempted  in  this  separate  opinion  to  set 
forth  as  much  of  the  analytical  thought 
which  has  occasioned  our  internal 
debate  about  this  subject  as  time  would 
allow.  Hopefully,  this  discussion  will 
provide  some  measure  of  analytical 
foundation  for  interested  parties  to 
assess  the  PPS,  draw  their  own 
conclusions,  and  file  public  comments,  if 
they  so  choose. 

At  the  March  11  Commission  meeting, 
my  distinguished  colleague. 
Commissioner  Terzic  recounted,  as  only 
he  could,  an  old  Serbian  joke.  He  said 
that  this  NOPPS  reminded  him  of  the 
huge  elephant  that  goes  into  extended 
labor  and  after  much  travail  brings  forth 
a  meek  little  field  mouse.  I  would  most 
respectfully  suggest  that  interested 
parties  would  be  well  served  to 
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approach  the  analysis  with  the 
anticipation  that  this  will  be  one 
Serbian  mouse  that  roars  thunderously 
before  these  proceedings  are  over. 

Seriously,  though,  the  debate  about 
the  incentive  regulation  issue  is  now 
joined  publicly.  1  sincerely  commend 
Commissioner  Terzic  for  his  concerted 
and  tenacious  efforts  to  advance  the 
debate  to  this  point.  And,  I  look  forward 
with  great  interest  to  the  public 
comments  adduced  by  the  instant 
NOPPS. 

For  these  reasons,  I  concur. 

Charles  A.  Trabandt, 

Commissioner. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6497  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  6717-01-M 


Office  of  Civilian  Radioactive  Waste 
Management 

Availability  of  “Report  of  Early  Site 
Suitability  Evaluation  of  the  Potential 
Repository  Site  at  Yucca  Mountain, 
Nevada” 

agency:  Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  availability. 

SUMMARY:  The  “Report  of  Early  Site 
Suitability  Evaluation  of  the  Potential 
Repository  Site  at  Yucca  Mountain, 
Nevada,”  has  been  published  and  is 
available  for  public  review.  The  report 
may  be  obtained  as  provided  in 
“ADDRESSES”  below. 

DATES:  Written  comments  on  the 
“Report  of  Early  Site  Suitability 
Evaluation  of  the  Potential  Repository 
Site  at  Yucca  Mountain,  Nevada,”  must 
be  received  on  or  before  June  15, 1992,  in 
order  to  ensure  full  consideration. 
ADDRESSES:  Persons  wishing  to  review 
the  “Report  of  Early  Site  Suitability 
Evaluation  of  the  Potential  Repository 
Site  at  Yucca  Mountain,  Nevada,”  may 
obtain  a  copy  by  contacting  the  Project 
Manager,  U.S.  Department  of  Energy, 
Yucca  Mountain  Site  Characterization 
Project  Office,  suite  200, 101  Convention 
Center  Drive,  Las  Vegas,  Nevada,  89109. 
Written  comments  should  be  addressed 
to  the  Project  Manager,  Yucca  Mountain 
Site  Characterization  Project  Office,  at 
the  above  mentioned  address. 
Comments  received  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Yucca  Mountain 
Site  Characterization  Project  Office. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Jeremy  M.  Boak  at  the  above  address 
(telephone  702-794-7588  or  FTS  544- 
7588). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  This 
study  evaluated  the  technical  suitability 
of  Yucca  Mountain,  Nevada,  for 
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characterization  as  a  potential  site  for  a 
mined  geologic  repository  for  the 
permanent  disposal  of  radioactive 
waste,  in  the  judgment  of  die  team 
conducting  this  evaluation,  the  presently 
available  evidence  continues  to  support 
the  Findings  of  the  Environmental 
Assessment  (DOE.  1906)  that  the  site  is 
suitable  for  site  characterization.  This 
evaluation,  however,  found  that 
additional  infomiation  is  needed  in  a 
number  of  specific  areas  before  a  final 
recommendation  can  be  made  by  the 
Secretary  of  Energy  to  the  President 
regarding  the  suitability  of  the  site  for 
repository  development. 

The  judgments  presented  in  this  report 
are  those  of  the  team  that  conducted  this 
study,  referred  to  as  the  “Core  Team.” 
and  are  not  findings  or  conclusions 
made  or  endorsed  by  the  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy  (DOE).  The  Core 
Team  included  representatives  from 
those  organizations  that  are 
partidpating  with  the  DOE  in 
characterizing  and  evaluating  the  Yucca 
Mountain  site.  To  ensure  that  the 
evaluation  was  technically  sound  and 
logically  consistent,  flie  Eariy  Site 
Suitability  Evaluation  Report  underwent 
two  formal  reviews.  The  first  review 
was  performed  by  technical  personnel 
within  the  Yucca  Mountain  Site 
Characterization  Project  who  were  not 
involved  in  preparing  the  Early  Site 
Suitability  Evaluation  Report  and  its  site 
suitability  evaluations.  The  second 
review  was  conducted  by  a  panel  of 
experts  (university  faculty  members  and 
private  consultants)  who  have  had  only 
minimal  involvement,  and  in  most  cases, 
no  specific  involvement  widi  the 
geologic  repository  program. 

|ohn  W.  Bartlett, 

Director.  Office  {^Civilian  Radioactive 
Waste  Management 
(FR  Doc.  B2-65S1  Filed  3-19-82:  8:45  am] 
BILUMG  CODE  a«Sa-01-M 


Office  of  FossU  Energy 

[FE  Docket  No.  92-02-NG] 

Bray  Terminals,  Inc.;  Application  tor 
BlaiNiet  Aurthorizatton  To  Import 
Natural  Gas  From  Canada 

agency:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy. 
Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notioe  of  application  for 
blanket  authorization  to  import  natural 
gas  from  Canaxia. 

SUMMAfTY:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE)  gives 
notice  of  receipt  on  fanuary  IS,  1992,  of 
an  application  filed  by  Bray  Terminals. 
Inc  requesting  blanket  authorization  to 


import  from  Canada  up  to  43.B  Bcf  of 
natural  gas  over  a  two-year  period 
commendng  with  the  date  of  first 
delivery.  Bray  Terminals.  Inc.  intends  to 
use  only  existing  pipeline  fadlities 
within  the  Unit^  States  and  states  that 
it  will  submit  quarterly  reports  detailing 
each  transaction. 

The  application  was  filed  under 
section  3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and 
DOE  Delegation  Order  Nos.  0204-111 
and  0204-127.  Protests,  motions  to 
inter\'ene,  notices  of  intervention  and 
written  comments  are  invited. 

DATES:  Protests,  motions  to  Intervene,  or 
notices  of  intervention,  as  applicable, 
requests  for  additional  procedures  and 
written  comments  are  to  be  filed  at  the 
address  listed  below  no  later  than  4:30 
p.m.,  eastern  time,  April  20. 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Fuels  Programs, 
Fossil  Energy.  D.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Room  3F-058,  FE-50,  Forrestal 
Building,  1000  Independence  Avenue. 
SW.,  Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  580- 
9482. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Charles  E.  Blackburn,  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs,  Fossil  Eneigy,  U.S. 
Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  room  3F-094. 1000 
Independence  Avenue.  SW.. 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  586-7751. 
Diane  Stubbs,  Office  of  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Fossil  Energy, 
U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  room  6E-042, 1000 
Independence  Avenue,  SW.. 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Bray 
Terminals,  Inc.  is  a  New  York 
corporation  with  its  principal  place  of 
business  in  Glens  Falls,  New  York.  Bray 
Terminal  Inc.  is  engaged  in  the 
petroleum  industry,  including  the  sale  of 
lubricating  oil  and  equipment,  for  the 
commercial,  industrial,  and  retail  sector. 
Bray  Terminals,  Inc.  proposes  to  import 
gas  from  a  variety  of  Canadian  suppliers 
for  sale  to  various  United  States 
customers,  which  might  include  end- 
users,  LDCs.  and  other  pipeline 
companies.  The  specific  terms  of  each 
transaction,  including  price,  would  be 
negotiated  in  response  to  prevailing 
market  conditions. 

The  decision  on  the  application  for 
import  authority  will  be  made  consistent 
with  the  DOE'S  gas  import  policy 
guidelines,  under  which  the 
competitiveness  of  an  import 
arrangement  in  the  markets  served  is  the 
primary  consideration  in  determining 
whether  it  is  in  the  public  interest  (49  FR 
6684,  February  22, 1984).  Parties, 
especially  those  that  may  oppose  this 
application,  should  comment  on  the 
issue  of  competitiveness  as  set  forth  in 


the  policy  guidelines  regarding  the 
requested  import  authority.  The 
applicant  asserts  that  imports  made 
under  the  proposed  arrangement  will  be 
competitive.  Parties  opposing  the 
arrangement  bear  the  burden  of 
overcoming  this  assertion. 

NEPA  Compliance 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA).  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq., 
requires  DOE  to  give  appropriate 
consideration  to  the  environmental 
effects  of  its  proposed  actions.  No  final 
decision  will  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  until  DOE  has  met  its  NEPA 
responsibilities. 

Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  response  to  this  notice,  any  person 
may  file  a  protest,  motion  to  intervene 
or  notice  of  intervention,  as  applicable, 
and  written  comments.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  the 
proceeding  and  to  have  their  written 
comments  considered  as  the  basis  for 
any  decision  on  the  application  must, 
however,  file  a  motion  to  intervene  or 
notice  of  intervention,  as  applicable. 

The  filing  of  a  protest  with  respect  to 
this  application  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestant  a  party  to  the  proceeding, 
although  protests  and  comments 
received  from  persons  who  are  not 
parties  will  be  considered  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  on  the  application.  All  protests, 
motions  to  intervene,  notice  of 
intervention,  and  written  comments 
must  meet  the  requirements  that  are 
specified  by  the  regulations  in  10  CFR 
part  590.  Protests,  motions  to  intervene, 
notice  of  intervention,  and  written 
comments  should  be  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Fuels  ft-ograms  at  the  address 
listed  above. 

It  is  intended  that  a  decisional  record 
on  the  application  will  be  developed 
through  responses  to  this  notice  by 
parties,  including  the  parties’  written 
comments  and  replies  thereto. 

Additional  procedures  will  be  used  as 
necessary  to  achieve  a  complete 
understanding  of  the  facts  and  issues.  A 
party  seeking  intervention  may  request 
that  additional  procedures  be  provided, 
such  as  additional  written  comments,  an 
oral  presentation,  a  conference,  or  trial- 
type  hearing.  Any  request  to  file 
additional  written  comments  should 
explain  why  they  are  necessary.  Any 
request  for  an  oral  presentation  should 
identify  the  substantial  question  of  fact, 
law,  or  policy  at  issue,  show  that  it  is 
material  and  relevant  to  a  decision  in 
the  proceeding,  and  demonstrate  why  an 
oral  presentation  is  needed.  Any  request 
for  a  conference  should  demonstrate 
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why  the  conference  would  materially 
advance  the  proceeding.  Any  request  for 
a  trial-type  hearing  must  show  that  there 
are  factual  issues  genuinely  in  dispute 
that  are  relevant  and  material  to  a 
decision  and  that  a  trial-type  hearing  is 
necessary  for  a  full  and  true  disclosure 
of  the  facts. 

If  an  additional  procedure  is  schedule, 
notice  will  be  provided  to  all  parties.  If 
no  party  request  additional  procedures, 
a  final  opinion  and  order  may  be  issued 
based  on  the  official  record,  including 
the  application  and  responses  filed  by 
parties  pursuant  to  this  notice,  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  590.316. 

A  copy  of  the  Bray  Terminal,  Inc. 
applcation  is  available  for  inspection 
and  copying  in  the  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs  Docket  Room,  room  3F-056  at 
the  above  address.  The  docket  room  is 
open  between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  March  16, 
1992. 

Charles  F.  Vacek, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  far  Fuels 
Pragrams,  Office  ofFassii  Energy- 
[FR  Doc.  92-6555  Filed  3-l»-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  COOC  64S0-01-H 

[FE  Docket  No.  92-21-NG] 

Exxon  Corp.;  Application  for  Blanket 
Authorization  To  Import  Natural  Gas 
From  Canada 

agency:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy, 
Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  application  for 
blanket  authorization  to  import  natural 
gas  from  Canada. 

SUMMARY:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy 
(FE)  of  the  Department  of  Energy  (DOE) 
gives  notice  of  receipt  of  an  application 
filed  on  February  20, 1992,  as  revised  on 
February  25, 1992,  by  Exxon  Corporation 
(Exxon)  requesting  blanket 
authorization  to  import  up  to  36.5  Bcf  of 
natural  gas  per  year  over  a  two-year 
period  beginning  on  April  26, 1992,  the 
day  after  the  date  on  which  Exxon’s 
current  authority  to  import  natural  gas 
from  Canada  expires. 

The  application  is  filed  under  section 
3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  and  DOE 
Delegation  Order  Nos.  0204-111  and 
0204-127.  Protests,  motions  to  intervene, 
notices  of  intervention,  and  written 
comments  are  invited. 

DATES:  Protests,  motions  to  intervene  or 
notices  of  intervention,  as  applicable, 
requests  for  additional  procedures  and 
written  comments  are  to  be  filed  at  the 
address  listed  below  no  later  than  4:30 
p.m.,  eastern  time,  April  20, 1992. 


ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Fuels  Programs, 
Fossil  Energy,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy,  Forrestal  Building,  room  3F-056, 
FE-50, 1000  Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Peter  Lagiovane  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs.  Fossil  Energy,  U.S, 
Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  room  3F-094, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  586-8116. 
Djane  Stubbs,  OfHce  of  Assistant 
General  Counsel,  for  Fossil  Energy, 

U.S.  Department  of  Energy,  Forrestal 
Building,  room  6E-042, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW.. 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Exxon  is 
a  publicly  owned  corporation 
incorporated  in  the  State  of  New  Jersey 
with  offices  in  Houston,  Texas.  On 
December  8, 1989,  the  DOE,  in  Opinion 
and  Order  No.  357,  authorized  Exxon  to 
import  up  to  73  Bcf  of  natural  gas  from 
Canada  over  a  two-year  term  beginning 
on  the  date  of  first  delivery  (1  FE  Para. 
70,272).  The  first  import  under  that 
authorization  took  place  on  April  26, 

1990. 

In  its  February  20, 1992,  application, 
Exxon  requests  that  this  authorization 
be  further  extended  for  two  years. 

Exxon  proposes  to  import  the  gas  for  its 
own  account  and  as  agent  for  U.S. 
purchasers  of  natural  gas  from  Esso 
Resources  Canada,  or  its  affiliates,  or 
other  individual  producers,  producer 
groups  and  associates,  or  pipeline 
companies.  In  addition,  Exxon  stated  it 
will  only  transport  the  imported  natural 
gas  through  facilities  that  exist  at  the 
time  the  import  authorization  is  issued. 
Exxon  stated  it  would  continue  to 
comply  with  the  quarterly  reporting 
requirements  contained  in  its  previous 
blanket  authorization. 

The  decision  on  the  request  for  import 
authority  will  be  made  consistent  with 
the  DOE'S  gas  import  policy  guidelines, 
under  which  the  competitiveness  of  an 
import  arrangement  in  the  market 
served  is  the  primary  consideration  in 
determining  whether  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  (49  FR  6684,  February  22, 1984). 
Parties  should  comment  in  their 
responses  on  the  issue  of 
competitiveness  as  set  forth  in  the 
policy  guidelines.  Exxon  states  that  the 
proposed  imports  would  be  purchased 
under  market-responsive  arrangements 
of  no  more  than  two  years  in  length.  The 
specific  terms  of  each  transaction  will 
be  negotiated  among  the  parties  based 
upon  market  conditions.  Exxon  asserts 
such  transactions  will  only  take  place  to 
the  extent  that  sellers  can  provide  short¬ 
term  or  spot  volumes,  purchasers  require 


such  volumes,  and  prices  remain 
competitive.  Further.  Exxon  notes  that 
Canada  has  been  an  extremely  stable 
source  of  natural  gas  and  there  has  been 
no  instance  of  a  major  supply 
interruption  that  would  call  into 
question  the  reliability  of  the  imported 
gas  supply.  Parties  opposing  Exxon's 
request  for  import  authorization  bear  the 
burden  of  overcoming  these  assertions. 

All  parties  should  be  aware  that  if 
DOE  approves  this  requested  blanket 
import  authorization,  it  may  designate  a 
total  authorized  volume  for  the  two-year 
term,  or  73  Bcf  of  natural  gas,  rather 
than  the  36.5  Bcf  per  year  requested  by 
Exxon,  in  order  to  maximize  the 
applicant's  flexibility  of  operation. 

NEPA  Compliance 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA),  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq., 
requires  DOE  to  give  appropriate 
consideration  to  the  environmental 
effects  of  its  proposed  actions.  No  final 
decision  will  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  until  DOE  has  met  its  NEPA 
responsibilities. 

Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  response  to  this  notice,  any  person 
may  file  a  protest,  motion  to  intervene 
or  notice  of  intervention,  as  applicable, 
and  written  comments.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  the 
proceeding  and  to  have  their  written 
comments  considered  as  the  basis  for 
any  decision  on  the  application  must, 
however,  file  a  motion  to  intervene  or 
notice  of  intervention,  as  applicable. 

The  filing  of  a  protest  with  respect  to 
this  application  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestant  a  party  to  the  proceeding, 
although  protests  and  comments 
received  from  persons  who  are  not 
parties  will  be  considered  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  on  the  application.  All  protests, 
motions  to  intervene,  notices  of 
intervention,  and  written  comments 
must  meet  the  requirements  that  are 
specified  by  the  regulations  in  10  CFR 
part  590.  Protests,  motions  to  intervene, 
notices  of  intervention,  requests  for 
additional  procedures,  and  written 
comments  should  be  filed  with  the 
Office  of  Fuels  Programs  at  the  address 
listed  above. 

It  is  intended  that  a  decisional  record 
on  the  application  will  be  developed 
through  responses  to  this  notice  by 
parties,  including  the  parties’  written 
comments  and  replies  thereto. 
Additional  procedures  will  be  used  as 
necessary  to  achieve  a  complete 
understanding  of  the  facts  and  issues.  A 
party  seeking  intervention  may  request 
that  additional  procedures  be  provided. 
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such  as  additional  written  comments,  an 
oral  pfeaentatioa,  a  conference,  or  trial- 
type  hearing.  Any  request  to  file 
additional  written  comments  should 
explain  why  they  are  necessary.  Any 
request  for  an  oral  presentation  sho^ 
identify  the  substantial  question  of  fact, 
law,  or  policy  at  issoe,  show  that  it  is 
material  and  relevant  to  a  decision  in 
the  proceeding,  and  demonstrate  why  an 
oral  presentation  is  needed.  Any  request 
for  a  conference  should  demonstrate 
why  the  conference  would  materially 
advance  the  proceeding-  Any  request  for 
a  trial-type  hiring  must  show  that  there 
are  fectual  issues  genuinely  in  dispute 
that  are  relevant  and  material  to  a 
decision  and  that  a  trial-type  hearing  is 
necessary  for  a  full  and  true  disclosure 
of  the  facts. 

If  an  additional  procedure  is 
scheduled,  notice  will  be  provided  to  all 
parties.  If  no  parfy  requests  additional 
procedures,  a  final  opimon  and  order 
may  be  issued  based  on  the  official 
record,  including  the  application  and 
responses  filed  by  parties  pursuant  to 
this  notice,  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
590.316. 

A  copy  of  Exxon's  application  is 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Office  of  Fuels  Programs  Docket 
Room,  3F-056,  at  the  above  address.  The 
docket  room  is  open  between  the  hours 
of  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Fe^ral  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC,  on  March  13, 
1992. 

Cliffoid  P.  Touaszewski, 

Director,  Office  of  Natural  Gas,  Office  of 
Fuels  Programs  Fossil  Eoagy, 

[FR  Doc.  92-6549  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  S4S»-ei^ 


Office  of  Fossil  Envgy 

[FE  Docket  Na  92-1 1-NG] 

Highland  Energy  C0.4  Application  for 
Blanket  Authorization  To  Eigiort 
Natural  Gas 

agency:  Department  of  Energy,  OfRce  of 
Fossil  &iergy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  application  for 
blanket  authorization  to  export  natural 
gas  to  Mexico. 

SUMMANV:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy 
(FE)  of  the  Department  of  Clergy  (0(%] 
gives  notice  of  receipt  on  February  5. 
1992,  of  an  application  filed  by  Highland 
Energy  Company  (Highiaiul)  requestit^ 
blank^  authorization  to  export  to 
Mexico  up  to  75.000  MMBtu  per  day  of 
natural  gas  over  a  two^ear  term 
beginning  on  the  date  of  first  delivery. 
Highland  intends  to  use  existing  pipeline 


facilities  on  the  U.S.-Mexican  border, 
and  states  it  will  submit  quarterly 
r^NHls  detailing  each  transaction. 

The  application  is  filed  under  section 
3  of  the  Natural  Gas  Act  (NGA)  and 
DOE  Delegation  Order  Nos.  0204-111 
and  0204-127.  Protests,  motions  to 
intervene,  notices  of  intervention,  and 
written  comments  are  invited. 

DATES:  Protests,  motions  to  intervene  or 
notices  of  intervention,  as  applicable, 
requests  for  additional  procedures  and 
written  comments  are  to  be  filed  at  the 
address  listed  below  no  later  than  4:30 
p.m..  eastern  time,  April  20, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Office  of  Fuels  Programs, 
Fossil  Energy,  U.S.  Department  of 
Energy.  Forrestal  Building,  room  3F-096, 
FE-50, 1000  Independence  Avenue,  SW., 
Washington.  DC  20585. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION: 

Peter  Lagiovane,  Office  of  Fuels 
Programs,  Fossil  Energy,  U-S. 
Department  of  Energy.  Forrestal 
Building,  room  3F-056. 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW„ 
Washington.  DC  20585,  (202)  58&-6116. 
Diane  Stubbs.  Office  of  Assistant 
General  Counsel  for  Fossil  Energy. 

U,S.  Department  of  Energy.  Forrestal 
Building,  room  6E-042, 1000 
Independence  Avenue  SW,, 
Washington,  DC  20585,  (202)  586-6667. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  IMFORMATIOIC  Highland 
is  a  Texas  corporation  with  its  principal 
place  of  business  in  Dallas,  Texas. 
Highland  proposes  to  export  natural  gas 
to  Mexican  purchasers  for  varying  terms 
but  not  to  exceed  one  year.  The  id^tity 
of  actual  purchasers  is  presently 
unknown  but  would  be  reported  in 
Hi^land's  quarterly  filing  with  DOE. 

The  decision  on  the  application  for 
export  authority  will  be  made  in 
accordance  with  section  3  of  the  NGA 
and  the  authority  contained  in  DOE 
Delegation  Orders  Nos.  0204-111  and 
0204-127.  In  deciding  whether  the 
proposed  export  is  in  the  public  interest 
domestic  need  for  the  gas  will  be 
considered,  and  any  other  issues 
determined  to  be  appropriate.  Highland 
asserts  there  currently  exists  no  national 
or  r^onal  need  for  the  gas  proposed  for 
export.  Moreover,  Highland  notes  that 
the  short-term  nature  of  the  requested 
export  authorization  protects  against  the 
possibility  that  a  national  or  regional 
need  fOT  toese  supplies  might  develop  in 
the  fiiture.  Parties  opposing  the 
arrangement  bear  t^  burden  of 
overcoming  these  assertions. 

All  parties  should  be  aware  that  if 
DOE  approves  this  requested  blanket 
export  autluMization.  it  may  designate  a 
total  authorized  volume  fm  the  two-year 
term,  or  approximately  54.8  Bcf  of 


natural  gas,  rather  than  the  75,000 
MMBtu  per  day  requested  by  Highland, 
in  order  to  maxinuze  the  applicant's 
flexibility  of  operation. 

NEPA  Compliance 

The  National  Environmental  Policy 
Act  (NEPA).  42  U.S.C.  4321  et  seq., 
requires  DOE  to  give  appropriate 
consideration  to  the  environmental 
effects  of  its  proposed  actions.  No  final 
deciston  will  be  issued  in  this 
proceeding  until  DOE  has  met  its  NEPA 
responsibUities. 

Public  Comment  Procedures 

In  response  to  this  notice,  any  person 
may  file  a  protest,  motion  to  intervene 
or  notice  rtf  intervention,  as  applicable, 
and  written  comments.  Any  person 
wishing  to  become  a  party  to  the 
proceeding  and  to  have  tiieir  written 
comments  considered  as  the  basis  for 
any  decision  on  the  application  must, 
however,  file  a  motion  to  intervene  or 
notice  of  intervention,  as  applicable. 

The  filing  of  a  protest  with  respect  to 
this  application  will  not  serve  to  make 
the  protestant  a  party  to  the  proceeding, 
although  protests  and  comments 
received  from  persons  who  are  not 
parties  will  be  considered  in 
determining  the  appropriate  action  to  be 
taken  on  the  application.  All  protests, 
motions  to  intervene,  notices  of 
intervention,  and  written  comments 
must  meet  the  requirements  tiiat  are 
specified  by  the  regulations  in  10  CFR 
part  590.  IhY)te8ts,  motions  to  intervene, 
notices  of  intervention,  requests  for 
additional  procedures,  and  written 
comments  should  be  filed  with  the 
Ofiice  of  Fuels  Programs  at  the  address 
listed  above. 

It  is  intended  that  a  decisional  record 
on  the  application  will  be  developed 
through  responses  to  this  notice  by 
parties,  including  the  parties’  written 
comments  and  replies  thereto. 

Additional  procedures  will  be  used  as 
necessary  to  achieve  a  complete 
understanding  of  the  facts  and  issues.  A 
party  seeking  intervention  may  request 
that  additional  procedures  be  provided, 
sudi  additional  written  comments,  an 
oral  presentation,  a  conference,  or  trial- 
type  hearing.  Any  request  to  file 
additional  written  comments  should 
explain  why  they  are  necessary.  Any 
request  for  an  oral  presentation  should 
identify  tiie  substantial  question  of  fact, 
law,  or  policy  at  issue,  show  that  it  is 
material  and  relevant  to  a  decision  in 
the  proceeding,  and  demonstrate  why  an 
oral  presentation  is  needed.  Any  request 
for  a  conference  shoidd  demonstrate 
why  the  conference  would  materially 
advance  the  proceeding.  Any  request  for 
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a  trial-type  hearing  must  show  that  there 
are  factual  issues  genuinely  in  dispute 
that  are  relevant  and  material  to  a 
decision  and  that  a  trial-type  hearing  is 
necessary  for  a  full  and  true  disclosure 
of  the  facts. 

If  an  additional  procedure  is 
scheduled,  notice  will  be  provided  to  all 
parties.  If  no  party  requests  additional 
procedures,  a  final  opinion  and  order 
may  be  issued  based  on  the  official 
record,  including  the  application  and 
responses  filed  by  parties  pursuant  to 
this  notice,  in  accordance  with  10  CFR 
590.316. 

A  copy  of  Highland's  application  is 
available  for  inspection  and  copying  in 
the  Office  of  Fuels  Programs  Docket 
Room,  3F-056,  at  the  above  address.  The 
docket  room  is  open  between  the  hours 
of  8  a.m.  and  4:30  p.m.,  Monday  through 
Friday,  except  Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC,  on  March  13, 
1992. 

Clifford  P.  Tomaszewski, 

Director,  Office  of  Natural  Gas,  Office  of 
Fuels  Program,  Fossil  Energy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6557  Filed  3-16-92:  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  64S0-01-M 


(FE  Docket  No.  91-108-NG1 

HPL  Gas  Co.;  Order  Granting  Blanket 
Authorization  To  Export  Natural  Gas  to 
Mexico 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Fossil  Energy, 
Department  of  Energy. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  order  granting  blanket 
authorization  to  export  natural  gas. 

summary:  The  Office  of  Fossil  Energy  of 
the  Department  of  Energy  gives  notice 
that  it  has  issued  an  order  granting  HPL 
Gas  Company  blanket  authorization  to 
export  up  to  275  Bcf  of  natural  gas  to 
Mexico  over  a  two-year  period 
beginning  on  the  date  of  first  delivery. 

A  copy  of  this  order  is  available  for 
inspection  and  copying  in  the  Office  of 
Fuels  Programs  Docket  Room,  3F-056, 
Forrestal  Building,  1000  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20585, 
(202)  586-9478.  The  docket  room  is  open 
between  the  hours  of  8  a.m.  and  4:30 
p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday,  except 
Federal  holidays. 

Issued  in  Washington.  DC,  March  11, 1992. 
Charles  F.  Vaoek, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Fuels 
Programs,  Office  of  Fossil  Energy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6556  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  SSSO-OI-N 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

(ER-FRL-411S-S] 

Environmental  Impact  Statements  and 
Regulations;  Availability  of  EPA 
Comments 

Availability  of  EPA  comments 
prepared  March  2, 1992  through  March  6, 
1992  pursuant  to  the  Environmental 
Review  Process  (ERP),  under  section  309 
of  the  Clean  Air  Act  and  section 
102(2)(c]  of  the  National  Environmental 
Policy  Act  as  amended.  Requests  for 
copies  of  EPA  comments  can  be  directed 
to  the  Office  of  Federal  Activities  at 
(202)  260-5076. 

An  explanation  of  the  ratings  assigned 
to  draft  environmental  impact 
statements  (EISs)  was  published  in  FR 
dated  April  5, 1991  (56  FR  14096). 

Draft  EISs 

ERP  Na  D-AFS-F0202D-OH  Rating 
EC2,  Wayne  National  Forest, 
Amendment  7  Land  and  Resource 
Management  Plan,  Oil  and  Gas  Leasing, 
Implementation,  Application  for  Permit 
Drilling  and  Section  404  Permit,  Several 
Counties,  OH. 

Summary:  E2PA  expressed  concerns 
regarding  potential  environmental 
impacts  associated  with  the  preferred 
alternative.  Additional  information  on 
mitigation  for  noise,  water,  wetland  and 
wildlife  impacts  and  a  contingency  plan 
for  oil  spills  should  be  provided  in  the 
final  EIS.  EPA  also  expressed 
environmental  objections  to  several  of 
the  high-development  scenario 
alternatives  in  ^e  draft  EIS. 

ERP  No.  D-AFS-J65133-UT  Rating 
ECl,  Roundy  Reservoir  Area  Timber 
Sale  and  Road  Construction, 
Implementation,  Dixie  National  Forest, 
Aquarius  Hateau,  Escalante  Ranger 
District  Garfield  County,  UT. 

Summary:  EPA  expressed 
environmental  concerns  regarding  the 
viability  of  old-growth  habitat  units 
under  the  proposed  management 
criteria. 

ERP  No.  D-COE-C32034-00  RaUng 
EC2,  Delaware  River  Comprehensive 
Navigation  Channel  Improvement. 
Beckett  Street  Terminal  in  New  Jersey 
through  Philadelphia  Harbor. 
Implementation,  Several  Counties,  NJ, 
DE  and  PA. 

Summary:  EPA  has  concerns 
regarding  the  proposed  project's 
alternatives,  sediment  sample  results, 
water  quality  and  dredging  operations. 
Accordingly,  additional  information  is 
needed  in  the  final  EIS  to  address  these 
coiio6ms« 

ERP  No.  D-COE-I50008-ND  Rating 
LO,  Lake  Oahe  Bridge  Construction. 


midway  between  Bismarck,  and 
Mobridge,  SD,  Funding.  Emmons  and 
Sioux  Counties,  NO. 

Summary:  EPA  recommended  that 
greater  emphasis  be  placed  on  restoring 
old  wetlands  and  creating  new  ones. 

ERP  No.  D-DOT-A52168-O0  RaUng 
EC2.  Commercial  Reentry  Vehicles 
Launched  into  and  from  Space. 

Licensing. 

Summary:  EPA  expressed  concerns 
for  the  possible  effects  of  ablation  on 
the  stratospheric  ozone  layer  and  would 
like  to  see  the  section  on  air  pollutants 
clarified. 

ERP  No.  D-IBR-I31022-UT  Rating 
EU2.  Price-San  Rafael  Rivers  Unit  of  the 
Colorado  River  Water  Quality 
Improvement  Program  (CRWQIP)  and 
the  on-farm  Colorado  River  Salinity 
Control  Program  (CRSC),  Improvements. 
Funding  and  Possible  Section  404 
Permit,  Carbon.  Emery  Counties.  UT. 

Summary:  EPA  has  identified  adverse 
environmental  impacts  and  has 
concerns  regarding  the  magnitude  of 
projected  wetland  losses  associated 
with  the  “on^farm"  portion  of  the 
project  sufficiency  of  impact  disclosure, 
and  the  narrow  range  of  action 
alternatives  among  other  issues.  The 
DOI  Bureau  of  Reclamation  has 
proposed  that  project  authorization 
include  mitigation  of  the  on-farm 
wetland  losses.  This  could  satisfy  EPA’s 
concern  with  the  project. 

ERP  No.  D-IBR-L28005-OR  Rating 
EC2,  Milltown  Hill  Project,  Dam  and 
Reservoir  Construction  and  Operation. 
Funding  and  Implementation,  Elk  Creek 
Subbasin,  Umpqua  River  Basin,  Douglas 
County,  OR. 

Summary:  EPA  continues  to  have 
environmental  concerns  based  on  the 
potenUal  for  adverse  water  quality 
effects  resulting  from  secondary  growth 
and  effects  on  already  depleted 
anadromous  fish  stocks.  Additional 
information  is  needed  to  describe 
project  monitoring,  describe  the 
effectiveness  of  mitigation  measures, 
describe  the  detailed  wetlands 
mitigation  plan,  and  clarify  the  ability  of 
the  local  government  to  deal  with  the 
induced  growth  resulting  from  this 
project. 

ERP  No.  D-USA-E65040-MS  Rating 
EC2.  Camp  Shelby  Continued  Military 
Training  Activities,  Use  of  National 
Forest  Lands,  Special  Use  Permit. 

Desoto  National  Forest.  Forrest.  George 
and  Perry  Counties,  MS. 

Summary:  EPA  expressed 
environmental  concerns  regarding  the 
proposal  to  upgrade  mechanized 
training  at  Camp  Shelby,  MS.  The  final 
EIS  and  ROD  should  describe  and 
commit  to  design  modification  and 
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mitigation  measures,  necessary  to  offset 
wetlands,  water  quality,  air  quality  and 
noise  impacts. 

ERP  No.  DS-COE-C32034-00  Rating 
EC2.  Delaware  River  Comprehensive 
Navigation  Channel  Improvement, 
Additional  Information,  Beckett  Street 
Terminal  in  New  Jersey  through 
Philadelphia  Harbor,  Implementation, 
Several  Counties,  NJ,  DE,  PA. 

Summary:  EPA  has  concerns 
regarding  the  proposed  project’s 
alternatives,  sediment  sample  results, 
water  quality  and  dredging  operations. 
Accordingly,  additional  information  is 
needed  in  the  final  EIS  to  address  these 
concerns. 

Final  ElSs 

ERP  No.  F-CDB-C80019-NY  Northeast 
Middle  School  Project  Construction  and 
Operation,  Site  Approval  and  CDB 
Grant,  City  of  Rochester,  Monroe 
County,  NY, 

Summary:  EPA  has  no  objections  to 
the  implementation  of  the  proposed 
project. 

ERP  No.  F-FHW-F40314-WI  WI-TH- 
67/Oconomowoc  Bypass  Corridor 
Improvement  and  Relocation,  Summit 
Avenue  to  existing  WI-TH-67  near  Lang 
Road,  Funding  and  Section  404  Permit, 
City  of  Oconomowoc,  Waukesha 
County,  WI. 

Summary:  EPA  continues  to  express 
concern  for  water  quality  impacts  due  to 
bridge  construction  and  highway  run-off, 
affects  on  fish  spawning  areas,  and 
insufficient  information  on  secondary 
development.  EPA  recommended 
additional  mitigation  measures  be 
included  in  project  design. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

William  D.  Dickerson, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities. 
[FR  Doc.  92-6569  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUING  CODE  6560-S0-M 


lER-FRL-41 16-41 

Environmental  Impact  Statements; 
Availability 

Responsible  Agency:  Office  of  Federal 
Activities,  General  Information  (202) 
260-5076  or  (202)  260-5075.  Availability 
of  Environmental  Impact  Statements 
Filed  March  9, 1992  Through  March  13, 
1992  Pursuant  to  40  CFR  1506.9. 

EIS  No.  920077,  Final  EIA,  USA,  UT, 
Dugway  Proving  Ground,  Biological 
Aerosol  Test  Facility  (BATF), 
Construction  and  Operation,  Baker 
Laboratory,  Tooele  and  Juab  Counties, 
UT,  Due:  April  20, 1992,  Contact: 
Melynda  Petrie  (801)  831-2116. 

EIS  No.  920078,  Draft  EIS,  AFS,  ID,  Far 
East  Salvage  Project,  Rehabilitation  and 


Recovery  of  Insect  Damaged  Resources 
Timber  Management  Plan, 
Implementation,  Upper  South  Fork 
Payette  River,  Boise  National  Forest, 
Lowman  Ranger  District,  Boise  County, 
ID,  Due:  May  04, 1992,  Contact:  Dautis 
Pearson  (208)  259-3361. 

EIS  No.  920079,  Draft  EIA,  COE,  TX, 
Fort  Polk,  Louisiana  Realignment  of  the 
5th  Infantry  Division  (Mechanized)  to 
Fort  Hood,  Texas,  Implementation,  Bell, 
Coryell,  McClennann,  West  Bell  and 
Lampasas  Counties,  TX,  Due:  May  04, 
1992,  Contact:  Arver  Ferguson  (817)  334- 
3246. 

EIS  No.  920080,  Final  EIS,  COE,  TX, 
Sargent  Beach  Gulf  Intracoastal 
Waterway  (Section  216  Study)  Flood 
Control  Plan  and  Erosion  Protection, 
Implementation,  San  Bernard  National 
Wildlife  Refuge,  Galvestion  District, 
Matagorda  County,  TX,  Due:  April  20, 
1992,  Contact:  Richard  Medina  (409) 
766-3044. 

EIS  No.  920081,  Draft  Supplement, 
UMT,  HI,  Honolulu  Rapid  Transit 
System  Improvements,  Additional 
Information,  Waiaua  through  downtown 
Honolulu  to  Waikki  and  the  University 
of  Hawaii,  Funding,  Coast  Guard  Bridge, 
EPA  and  Possible  COE  Permits, 

Honolulu  County,  HI,  Due:  May  07, 1992, 
Contact:  Robert  Horn  (415)  744-3116. 

EIS  No.  920082,  Draft  EIS,  FTA,  CA, 
San  Francisco  International  Airport 
Extension,  Transportation 
Improvements,  Bay  Area  Rapid  Transit 
District  (BART)  Funding,  San  Mateo 
County,  CA,  Due:  May  04, 1992,  Contact: 
Robert  Horn  (415)  744-3116. 

EIS  No.  920083,  Final  Supplem,  NOA, 
AK,  Groundfish  Fishery  of  the  Bering 
Sea,  Aleutian  Islands,  Fishery 
Management  Plan,  Updated  Information, 
Amendment  18/23  Inshore/Offshore 
Allocation,  Alternative  Approval  and 
Implementation,  AK,  Due:  April  20, 1992, 
Contact:  William  W.  Fox,  Jr.  (301)  437- 
2239. 

EIS  No.  920084,  Draft  EIS,  VAD,  OH, 
Cleveland  Area  National  Cemetery 
Construction  and  Operation,  Site 
Selection,  Franklin,  Concord  and 
Guilford  Townships,  North  Ridgeville 
and  Massillon  Cities,  Summit,  Lake, 
Lorain,  Stark  and  Medina  Counties,  OH, 
Due:  May  04, 1992,  Contact:  Mart  Kibena 
(202) 233-8450. 

EIS  No.  920085,  Draft  Supplement, 
AFS,  ID,  Accelerated  Englemann  Spruce 
Harvest  and  Reforestation  in  Brush 
Creek,  Hendricks  Creek  and  Copet 
Creek,  Salvage  Timber  Sales  Updated 
Information,  Implementation,  Payette 
National  Forest,  McCall  Ranger  District, 
Idaho  and  Valley  Counties,  ID,  Due: 

May  04, 1992,  Contact:  Linda  Fitch  (203) 
634-0401. 


EIS  No.  920086,  Final  EIS,  BPA,  WA, 
ID,  WY.  CA,  OR,  MT,  UT.  NV.  Initial 
Northwest  Power  Act,  Power  Sales  and 
Residential  Exchange  Contracts, 
Guidelines  and  Implementation,  OR. 
WA,  ID.  MT.  WY.  CA.  UT  and  NV.  Due: 
April  20, 1992,  Contact:  Don  Wolfe  (503) 
230-5145. 

Dated:  March  17. 1992. 

William  D.  Dickerson, 

Deputy  Director,  Office  of  Federal  Activities. 
[FR  Doc.  92-6570  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
ULUNG  CODE  6560-SO-M 


[OPP-100103;  FRL-4050-6] 

Integrated  Laboratory  Systems; 
Transfer  of  Data 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  This  is  a  notice  to  certain 
persons  who  have  submitted 
information  to  EPA  in  connection  with 
pesticide  information  requirements 
imposed  under  the  Federal  Insecticide, 
Fungicide,  and  Rodenticide  Act  (FIFRA) 
and  the  Federal  Food,  Drug,  and 
Cosmetic  Act  (FFDCA).  Integrated 
Laboratory  Systems  (ILS)  has  been 
awarded  a  contract  to  perform  work  for 
the  EPA  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
and  will  be  provided  access  to  certain 
information  submitted  to  EPA  under 
FIFRA  and  the  FFDCA.  Some  of  this 
information  may  have  been  claimed  to 
be  confidential  business  information 
(CBI)  by  submitters.  This  information 
will  be  transferred  to  ILS  consistent 
with  the  requirements  of  40  CFR 
2.307(h)(3)  and  2.308(h)(2).  This  transfer 
will  enable  ILS  to  fulfill  the  obligations 
of  the  contract  and  serves  to  notify 
affected  persons. 

DATES:  ILS  will  be  given  access  to  this 
information  no  sooner  than  March  25, 
1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  By 

mail:  Clare  Grubbs,  Program 
Management  and  Support  Division 
(H7502C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  40l  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Office 
location  and  telephone  number:  Rm.  212. 
Crystal  Mall  2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis 
Highway,  Arlington,  VA,  (703)  305-7460. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
Contract  No.  68-C0-0059,  ILS  will 
provide  technical  support  in  the  review 
and  development  of  health  risk 
assessment  methodologies  in  order  for 
the  EPA  to  better  assess  the  health 
hazards  from  exposure  to  chemicals  in 


Federal  Register  /  VoL  57,  Na  S5  /  Friday,  March  20,  1992  /  Notices 


9723 


the  environment  This  contract  involves 
no  subcontractor. 

The  Office  of  Pesticide  I^ograms  has 
determined  that  access  by  ILS  to 
information  on  all  pesticide  chemicals  is 
necessary  for  the  performance  of  this 
contract. 

Some  of  this  information  may  be 
entitled  to  conHdential  treatment.  The 
information  has  been  submitted  to  EPA 
under  sections  3, 4, 6,  and  7  of  FIFRA 
and  under  sections  408  and  409  of  the 
FFDCA. 

In  accordance  with  the  requirements 
of  40  CFR  Z.307(h](2),  the  contract  with 
ILS  prohibits  use  of  the  information  for 
any  purpose  other  than  purposes 
specified  in  the  contract;  prohibits 
disclosure  of  the  information  in  any 
form  to  a  third  party  without  prior 
written  approval  from  the  Agency:  and 
requires  that  each  ofncial  and  employee 
of  the  contractor  sign  an  agreement  to 
protect  the  information  from 
unauthorized  release  and  to  handle  it  in 
accordance  with  the  FIFRA  Information 
Security  Manual.  In  addition,  ILS  is 
required  to  submit  for  EPA  approval  a 
security  plan  under  which  any  CBI  will 
be  secured  and  protected  against 
unauthorized  release  or  compromise.  No 
information  will  be  provided  to  this 
contractor  until  the  above  requirements 
have  been  fully  satisfied.  Records  of 
information  provided  to  this  contractor 
will  be  maintained  by  the  Project  Officer 
for  this  contract  in  the  EPA  Office  of 
Pesticide  Programs. 

All  information  supplied  to  ILS  by 
EPA  for  use  in  connection  with  this 
contract  will  be  returned  to  EPA  when 
ILS  has  completed  its  work. 

Dated;  March  5, 1992. 

Douglas  D.  Campt, 

Director,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6393  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  •SCO-SO-F 


(OPP-50738;  FRL-40S2-3] 

Receipt  of  Application  for  an 
Experimental  Use  Permit;  Geneticalty 
Engineered  Microbial  Pesticide 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency  (EPA). 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  EPA  has  received  an 
application  (EUP  No.  58788-EUP-L)  from 
Crop  Genetics  International  (CGI) 
requesting  an  experimental  use  permit 
for  a  genetically  engineered  microbial 
pesticide.  The  first  EUP  on  this  organism 
was  issued  June  14, 1988  (EUP  No. 
58788-EUP-l).  The  Agency  has 
determined  that  the  application  may  be 


I 


of  regional  and  national  significance. 
Therefore,  in  accordance  with  40  CFR 
172.11(a),  the  Agency  is  soliciting  public 
comments  on  this  application. 

DATES:  Written  comments  must  be 
received  on  or  before  April  20, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  Comments  in  triplicate, 
must  bear  the  docket  control  number 
OPP-50738  and  be  submitted  to:  Public 
Docket  and  Freedpm  of  Information 
Section,  Field  Operations  Division 
(H7506C),  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  In 
person  bring  comments  to;  Rm.  246,  CM 
#2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  VA. 

Information  submitted  in  any 
comment(s)  concerning  this  notice  may 
be  claimed  confidential  by  marking  any 
part  or  all  of  that  information  as 
“Confidential  Business  Information" 
(CBI).  Information  so  marked,  will  not 
be  disclosed  except  in  accordance  with 
procedures  set  forth  in  40  CFR  part  2.  A 
copy  of  the  comment(s)  that  does  not 
contain  CBI  must  be  submitted  for 
inclusion  in  the  public  record. 
Information  not  marked  confidential 
may  be  disclosed  publicly  by  EPA 
without  prior  notice  to  the  submitter. 
Information  on  the  proposed  test  and  all 
written  comments  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  in  Rm.  246  at  the 
Virginia  address  given  above,  from  8 
a.m.  to  4  p.m.,  Monday  through  Friday, 
excluding  legal  holidays. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  By 
mail:  Phil  Hutton,  Product  Manager  (PM) 
18,  Registration  Division  (H7505C), 

Office  of  Pesticide  Programs, 
Environmental  Protection  Agency,  401  M 
St.,  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20460.  Office 
location  and  telephone  number  Rm.  213, 
CM  #2, 1921  Jefferson  Davis  Highway, 
Arlington,  VA  (703-557-7690). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  An 
application  for  an  EUP  has  been 
received  from  Crop  Genetics 
International  of  7170  Standard  Drive, 
Hanover,  MD  21076.  This  EUP 
application  EPA  File  Symbol  is  58788- 
EUP-L.  The  proposed  experiment 
involves  the  endophytic  (plant-dwelling) 
bacterium  Clavibacter  xyli  subspecies 
cynodontis  that  has  been  genetically 
engineered  to  contain  a  delta-endotoxin 
gene  obtained  from  Bacillus 
thuringiensis  subspecies  kurstaki.  After 
inoculation,  the  endophytic  bacterium 
grows  within  the  com  plants  and 
produces  the  pesticidal  agent  which  is 
active  against  the  larval  stages  of  the 
European  com  borer  (ECB),  Ostrinia 
nubilalis.  The  product  is  referred  to  as 
Cxc/Bt. 

Field  activity  of  the  Cxc/Bt 
constmction  (MDRl.586)  against  the 


European  com  borer  (ECB),  Ostnnia 
nubilalis  was  demonstrated  in  several 
field  com  hybrids  during  the  1991  field 
tests.  Therefore,  the  purpose  of  this  EUP 
application  is  to  conduct  two  small- 
scale  Cxc/Bt  recombinant  field  trials  to 
evaluate  further  insecticidal  activity  of 
one  or  more  new  Cxc/Bt  constructions 
against  ECB  in  several  com  genotypes  of 
commercial  interest  in  Maryland  and 
Nebraska.  Data  on  the  incidence  of  Cxc/ 
Bt  colonization,  population  levels  of 
Cxc/Bt,  and  activity  of  Cxc/Bt  will  be 
obtained  during  the  growing  season.  In 
addition,  genetic  segregation  of  the  Cxc/ 
Bt  constructions  will  be  studied  using 
colonies  isolated  from  plants  in  these 
field  tests. 

CGI  is  proposing  to  test  a  prototype 
recombinant  microorganism  (MDRl.586) 
and  a  series  of  closely  related  Cxc/Bt 
constructions  at  two  small-scale  sites  in 
1992;  Ingleside,  Queen  Anne’s  County, 
Maryland;  and  Hastings,  Clay  County, 
Nebraska.  In  both  Maryland  and 
Nebraska,  the  total  for  each  site  will 
occupy  96,900  ft*  or  2.2  acres.  At  each 
site,  the  test  plants  will  occupy  a 
maximum  of  1.7  acres  of  this  total,  with 
the  remaining  space  consisting  of  fallow 
zones  between  and  around  test  margins 
to  allow  for  plot  maintenance  and 
working  areas  for  study  personnel.  Test 
sites  at  both  the  Maryland  and 
Nebraska  locations  will  consist  of  two 
field  experiments  designated  as  Test  A 
and  Test  B  (optional).  Test  A  will  be 
designed  to  evaluate  the  activity  of  one 
to  five  Cxc/Bt  constructions  in  four  corn 
hybrids  against  ECB.  Treatments  will 
include  an  untreated  control  and  plants 
or  seeds  inoculated  with:  (1)  wild-type 
Cxc  (MDEl),  (2)  Cxc/Bt  construction 
(MDRl.586).  and  (3)  up  to  four  additional 
Cxc/Bt  constructions.  Test  B  (an 
optional  component  of  the  proposed 
recombinant  field  trials  may  be  included 
at  one  or  both  locations)  will  consist  of 
one  to  six  com  hybrids  or  inbreds  and 
up  to  four  treatments.  Treatments  may 
include  an  untreated  control,  seeds  or 
plants  inoculated  with  wildtype  Cxc 
(MDEl),  and  /or  up  to  three  Cxc/Bt 
constructions.  Tests  at  both  sites  will  be 
initiated  at  planting  and  will  continue 
through  harvest.  Planting  will  take  place 
between  late  April  and  late  May 
depending  upon  weather  conditions.  The 
proposed  field  test  sites  in  both 
Maryland  and  Nebraska  would  allow 
the  use  of  1.0  kg  active  ingredient  on 
seeds  and  plants  sufficient  to  plant 
approximately  4.4  test  plot  acres.  The 
actual  amount  of  active  ingredient 
present  in  the  seeds  after  seed 
inoculation  is  estimated  to  be  not  more 
than  5  g,  and  the  actual  amount  of  active 
ingredient  used  to  stab-inoculate  plants 
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is  estimated  to  be  not  more  than  19  g. 

The  amount  active  ingredient  requested 
per  State  is  less  than  9.5  g.  The  test  sites 
will  consist  of  the  two  field  experiments 
planted  side-by-side  and  separated  by  a 
20  ft.  wide  buffer  zone,  with  the  entire 
study  area  surrounded  by  a  20  ft.  wide 
fallow  zone.  Com  seeds  inoculated  with 
Cxc/Bt  using  Crop  Genetic’s 
International  standard  inoculation 
process  will  be  planted  at  the  two  study 
areas.  If  Crop  Genetics  International 
chooses  to  test  less  than  four  new 
constructions,  then  site  dimensions  will 
be  less  than  discussed  above.  The 
fallow  zone  will  be  20  ft.  wide  and  will 
separate  individual  tests  and  the  general 
study  area  from  other  crops  grown 
outside  the  test  site  at  both  locations, 
the  zone  will  be  maintained  using  tillage 
and/or  chemical  herbicides.  In  the  event 
that  certain  hybrids  are  determined 
based  on  greenhouse  tests  not  to 
inoculate  well  using  CGI’s  standard 
process,  these  varieties  may  be  stab- 
inoculated  in  the  field  using  a 
suspension  of  Cxc/Bt.  CGI’s  1992  field 
tests  are  designed:  to  evaluate  activity 
of  Cxc/Bt  constructions  against  the 
European  corn  borer  (ECB),  Ostrinia 
nubilalis  (Hubner)  in  Maryland  and 
Nebraska;  and  to  evaluate  the 
segregation  of  Cxc/Bt  constructions. 
Upon  completion  of  the  tests,  all  plant 
debris  and  stubble  will  be  buried  by 
disking.  Harvested  grain  will  be 
destroyed  by  either  (1)  Grinding  the 
harvested  grain,  spreading  the  residue 
onto  the  test  site,  and  incorporating  the 
residue  into  the  soil,  or  (2)  roasting  the 
grain  and  disposing  of  the  residue  either 
at  a  landfill  or  by  incorporating  the 
residue  into  the  soil  in  the  test  site. 
Based  on  previous  data  submitted  (EUP 
No.  58788-EUP-2),  no  overwintering  of 
Cxc  is  anticipated. 

The  labeling  proposed  by  CGI  that 
would  govern  the  conduct  of  the 
experiment  states: 

Applicator  should  wear  protective 
clothing  and  waterproof  gloves.  For  use 
only  in  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  experimental  use 
permit. 

Following  the  review  of  the  CGI 
application  and  any  comments  received 
in  response  to  this  notice,  EPA  will 
decide  whether  to  issue  or  deny  the  EUP 
request  for  this  EUP  program,  and  if 
issued,  the  conditions  under  which  it  is 
to  be  conducted.  Any  issuance  of  an 
EUP  will  be  announced  in  the  Federal 
Register. 


Dated:  March  5, 1992. 

Stephanie  R.  Irene, 

Acting  Director,  Registration  Division,  Office 
of  Pesticide  Programs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6544  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6S60-S0-F 


[FRL4116-6] 

Revision  of  the  Connecticut  National 
Pollutant  Discharge  Elimination 
System  (NPDES)  Program  to  Add 
Authority  to  Issue  General  Permit 

agency:  Environmental  Protection 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  approval  of  the 
National  Pollutant  Discharge 
Elimination  System  General  Permit 
Program  of  the  State  of  Connecticut. 

SUMMARY:  On  March  10, 1992,  the 
Regional  Administrator  for  the 
Environmental  Protection  Agency  (EPA), 
Region  I  approved  the  State  of 
Connecticut’s  National  Pollutant 
Discharge  Elimination  System  General 
Permit  Program.  This  action  authorizes 
the  State  of  Connecticut  to  issue  general 
permits  in  lieu  of  individual  NPDES 
permits. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Edward  K.  McSweeney,  Chief, 
Wastewater  Management  Branch, 

Water  Management  Division,  U.S.  EPA, 
Region  I,  John  F.  Kennedy  Federal 
Building,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  02203, 
(617)  565-3560. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

I.  Background 

EPA  regulations  at  40  CFR  122.28 
provide  for  the  issuance  of  general 
permits  to  regulate  discharges  of 
wastewater  which  result  from 
substantially  similar  operations,  contain 
the  same  types  of  wastes,  require  the 
same  effluent  limitations  or  operating 
conditions,  require  similar  monitoring, 
and  are  appropriately  controlled  under  a 
general  permit  rather  than  individual 
permits. 

Connecticut  was  authorized  to 
administer  the  NPDES  Permit  program  in 
1973.  Its  program  is  previously 
approved,  did  not  include  provisions  for 
the  issuance  of  general  permits.  There 
are  several  categories  of  discharges 
which  could  appropriately  be  regulated 
by  general  permits  in  Connecticut, 
including  stormwater.  Therefore,  the 
Connecticut  Department  of  Environment 
Protection  requested  a  revision  of  its 
NPDES  program  to  provide  for  issuance 
of  general  permits. 

Each  general  permit  will  be  subject  to 
EPA  review  as  provided  by  40  CFR 


123.44.  Public  notice  and  opportunity  to 
request  a  hearing  is  also  provided  for 
each  general  permit. 

II.  Discussion 

The  State  of  Connecticut  submitted,  in 
support  of  its  request  a  Program 
Description  and  revised  NPDES 
Memorandum  of  Agreement  between 
EPA  and  the  State,  as  well  as  copies  of 
relevant  statutes  and  regulations.  The 
State  also  submitted  a  statement  by  the 
Attorney  General  certifying,  with 
appropriate  citations  to  the  statutes  and 
regulations,  that  the  State  has  adequate 
legal  authority  to  administer  a  general 
permit  program  consistent  with  the 
applicable  federal  regulations.  Based 
upon  Connecticut’s  submission  and  its 
experience  in  administering  an 
approved  NPDES  program,  EPA  has 
concluded  that  the  State  will  have  the 
necessary  approved  procedures  and 
resources  to  administer  the  general 
permits  program. 

Under  40  CFR  123.62,  NPDES  program 
revisions  are  either  substantially 
(requiring  publication  of  proposed 
program  approval  in  the  Federal 
Register  for  public  comment)  or  non- 
substantial  (where  approval  may  be 
granted  by  letter  from  EPA  to  the  State). 
EPA  has  determined  that  assumption  by 
Connecticut  of  general  permit  authority 
is  a  non-substantial  revision  of  its 
NPDES  program.  EPA  has  generally 
viewed  approval  of  such  authority  as 
non-substantial  because  it  does  not  alter 
the  substantive  obligations  of  any 
discharger  under  the  State  program,  but 
merely  simplifies  the  procedures  by 
which  permits  are  issued  to  a  number  of 
similar  point  sources. 

Moreover,  under  the  approved 
program,  the  State  retains  authority  to 
issue  individual  permits  where 
appropriate,  and  any  person  may 
request  the  State  to  issue  an  individual 
permit  to  a  discharger  otherwise  eligible 
for  general  permit  coverage.  While  not 
required  under  40  CFR  123.62,  EPA  is 
publishing  notice  of  this  approval  action 
to  keep  the  public  informed  of  the  status 
of  its  general  permits  program 
approvals. 

III.  Federal  Register  Notice  of  Approval 
of  State  NPDES  Program  or 
Modifications 

The  following  table  provides  the 
public  with  an  up-to-date  list  of  the 
status  of  State  NPDES  permitting 
authority  throughout  the  country. 
Today’s  Federal  Register  notice  is  to 
announce  the  approval  of  Connecticut’s 
authority  to  issue  general  permits. 
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State  NPDES  Program  Status 


Approved 
State  NPDES 
permit 
program 

Approved  to 
regulate 
Federal 
facilities 

Approved 

State 

pretreatment 

program 

Approved 
general  permit 
program 

Alabama . 

10/19/79 

10/19/79 

10/19/79 

06/26/91 

Arkansas . . . 

11/01/86 

11/01/86 

11/01/86 

11/01/86 

Calif  Of  rka . 

05/14/73 

05/05/78 

09/22/69 

09/22/89 

03/04/83 

03/10/92 

Colorado . 

03/27/75 

09/26/73 

Connecticut . 

01/09/89 

06/03/81 

Delaware . . . 

04/01/74 

Georgia . 

06/28/74 

12/08/80 

03/12/81 

01/28/91 

09/30/91 

01/04/84 

Hawaii . . . 

11/28/74 

06/01/79 

09/20/79 

08/12/83 

Illinois . 

10/23/77 

Indiana . 

01/01/75 

12/09/78 

04/02/91 

Iowa . 

08/10/78 

08/10/78 

06/03/61 

Kansas . 

06/28/74 

08/28/85 

Kentucky . 

09/30/83. 

09/30/83 

11/10/87 

09/30/83 

09/30/65 

09/30/83 

09/30/91 

Maryland . 

09/05/74 

10/17/73 

12/09/78 

06/07/83 

07/16/79 

05/13/82 

06/03/81 

06/30/74 

05/01/74 

12/09/78 

01/28/83 

06/26/79 

12/15/87 

09/27/91 

Mississippi . 

Missouri . 

10/30/74 

12/12/85 

Montana . 

06/10/74 

06/23/81 

04/29/83 

Nebraska . 

06/12/74 

11/02/79 

09/07/84 

07/20/89 

Nevada . 

09/19/75 

08/31/78 

New  Jersey . 

04/13/82 

04/13/82 

04/13/82 

04/13/82 

New  York . 

10/28/75 

06/13/80 

North  Carolina . . . 

10/19/75 

09/28/84 

06/14/62 

09/06/91 

North  Dakota . .*. . 

06/13/75 

01/22/90 

01/22/90 

Ohio . 

03/11/74 

01/28/83 

07/27/83 

Oregon . 

09/26/73 

03/02/79 

03/12/81 

02/29/82 

Pennsylvania . 

06/30/78 

06/30/78 

08/02/91 

Rhode  Island . 

09/17/84 

09/17/84 

09/17/84 

09/17/84 

South  Carolina . 

06/10/75 

09/26/80 

04/09/82 

12/28/77 

09/30/86 

08/10/83 

04/18/91 

07/07/87 

07/07/87 

07/07/87 

07/07/87 

03/11/74 

03/16/82 

06/30/76 

_ 

03/31/75 

02/09/82 

04/14/89 

05/20/91 

Washington . 

11/14/73 

09/30/86 

09/26/89 

West  Virginia . 

05/10/82 

05/10/82 

05/10/82 

05/10/82 

Wisconsin . 

02/04/74 

11/26/79 

12/24/80 

12/19/86 

Wyoming . 

01/30/75 

05/18/81 

09/24/91 

Totals. 


39 


34 


27 


29 


Number  of  Fully  Authorized  (Federal 
Facilities,  Pretreatment,  General  permit)  = 

21. 

IV.  Review  Under  Executive  Order 
12291  and  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act 

The  Office  of  Management  and  Budget 
has  exempted  this  rule  from  the  review 
requirements  of  Executive  Order  12291 
pursuant  to  section  8(b]  of  that  Order. 

Under  the  Regulatory  Flexibility  Act, 
EPA  is  required  to  prepare  a  Regulatory 
Flexibility  Analysis  for  all  rules  which 
may  have  a  significant  impact  on  a 
substantial  number  of  small  entities. 
Pursuant  to  section  605(d}  of  the 
Regulatory  Flexibility  Act  (5  U.S.C.  601 
et  seq),  I  certify  that  this  State  General 
Permit  Program  will  not  have  a 
significant  impact  on  a  substantial 
number  of  small  entities.  Approval  of 
the  Connecticut  NPDES  State  General 
Permit  Program  establishes  no  new 
substantive  requirements,  nor  does  it 
alter  the  regulatory  control  over  any 
industrial  category.  Approval  of  the 
Connecticut  NPDES  State  General 


Permit  Program  merely  provides  a 
simplified  administrative  process. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

Paul  Keough, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6545  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNO  CODE  6S60-50-H 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Information  Collection  Submitted  to 
0MB  for  Review 

agency:  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  information  collection 
submitted  to  OMB  for  review  and 
approval  under  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980. 

summary:  In  accordance  with 
requirements  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act  of  1980  (44  U.S.C.  chapter 
35),  the  FDIC  hereby  gives  notice  that  it 
has  submitted  to  the  OfHce  of 


Management  and  Budget  a  request  for 

OMB  review  of  the  information 

collection  system  described  below. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension  of  the 
expiration  date  of  a  currently 
approved  collection  without  any 
change  in  the  substance  or  method  of 
collection. 

Title:  Application  for  a  bank  to  (1) 
establish  a  branch,  (2)  move  its  main 
branch,  or  (3)  establish  a  remote 
service  facility. 

Form  Number:  None  (letter  application). 

OMB  Number:  3064-0070. 

Expiration  Date  of  OMB  Clearance: 
May  31. 1992. 

Respondents:  Insured  state  nonmember 
banks  applying  for  FDIC’s  consent  to 
establish  and  operate  new  branches, 
move  main  offices  or  branches,  or 
establish  remote  service  facilities. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Number  of  Respondents:  1,325. 

Number  of  Responses  per  Respondent: 

1. 

Total  Annual  Responses:  1,325. 


I 
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A  verage  Number  of  Hours  per 
Response:  7. 

Total  Annual  Burden  Hours:  9,275. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Gary  Waxman,  (202) 
395-7340,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Paperwork  Reduction  Project 
3064-0070,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
FDIC  Contact:  Steven  F.  Hanft,  (202) 
898-3907,  Office  of  the  Executive 
Secretary,  room  F-400,  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  550 
17th  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20429. 

Comments:  Comments  on  this  collection 
of  information  are  welcome  and 
should  be  submitted  by  May  19, 1992. 
ADDRESSES:  A  copy  of  the  submission 
may  be  obtained  by  calling  or  writing 
the  FDIC  contact  listed  above. 

Comments  regarding  the  submission 
should  be  ad^essed  to  both  the  OMB 
reviewer  and  the  FDIC  contact  listed 
above. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

FDIC  uses  the  information  collected  in 
letter  applications  to  evaluate  the 
factors  required  by  statute  before 
approving  applications. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 

Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6536  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 

FEDERAL  MARITIME  COMMISSION 

[Docket  No.  92-10] 

Autoliners  Inc.,  General  Agents  for 
Hoegh-Ugland  Auto  Liners  A/S  v. 
American  Transportation  Group,  Inc. 
Dba  AAA  Phoenix  Transportation 
Group;  FiHng  of  Complaint  and 
Assignment 

Notice  is  given  that  a  complaint  filed 
by  Autoliners,  Inc.,  General  Agents  for 
Hoegh-Ugland  Auto  Liners  A/S 
(“Complainant”)  against  American 
Transportation  Group,  Inc.  dba  AAA 
Phoenix  Transportation  Group 
(“Respondent")  was  served  March  16, 
1992.  Complainant  alleges  that 
Respondent  engaged  in  violations  of 
section  10(a)(1)  of  the  Shipping  Act  of 
1984,  46  U.S.C.  1709(a)(1),  by  presenting 
checks  for  ocean  freight  without  having 
sufficent  funds  in  its  account  and 
continuing  to  refuse  to  pay  the  lawful 
ocean  frei^  charges  on  nine  shipments 
of  automobiles. 

This  proceeding  has  been  assigned  to 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Norman  D. 
Kline  ("Presiding  Officer”).  Hearing  in 
this  matter,  if  any  is  held,  shall 
commence  within  the  time  limitations 


prescribed  in  48  CFR  502.61.  The  hearing 
shall  include  oral  testimony  and  cross- 
examination  in  the  discretion  of  the 
Presiding  Officer  only  upon  proper 
showing  that  there  are  genuine  issues  of 
material  fact  that  cannot  be  resolved  on 
the  basis  of  sworn  statements  affidavits, 
depositions,  or  other  documents  or  that 
the  nature  of  the  matter  in  issue  is  such 
that  an  oral  hearing  and  cross- 
examination  are  necessary  for  the 
development  of  an  adequate  record. 
Pursuant  to  the  further  terms  of  46  CFR ' 
502.61,  the  initial  decision  of  the 
Presiding  Officer  in  this  proceeding  shall 
be  issued  by  March  16, 1993,  and  the 
final  decision  of  the  Commission  shall 
be  issued  by  July  14, 1993. 

Joseph  C.  Polking, 

Secretary. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6493  Filed  3-19-92;  6:45  am] 
BILLING  CODE  STSO-OI-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH  AND 
HUMAN  SERVICES 

Administration  for  Children  and 
Families 

[Program  Announcement  No.  93631-92-01] 

Development  Disabilities:  Request  for 
Public  Comment  on  Developmental 
Disabilities  Funding  Priorities  for 
Projects  of  National  Significance  for 
Fiscal  Year  1992 

AGENCY:  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities  (ADD), 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families  (ACF). 

ACTION:  Notice  of  request  for  public 
comments  on  developmental  disabilities 
funding  priorities  for  Projects  of 
National  Significance  for  Fiscal  Year 
1992. 

SUMMARY:  The  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities, 

.  Administration  for  Children  and 
Families,  announces  that  public 
comments  are  being  requested  on 
funding  priorities  for  Fiscal  Year  1992 
Projects  of  National  Significance. 

DATES:  Closing  date  for  receipt  of  public 
comments  is  May  19, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  should  be  sent 
to:  Deborah  L.  McFadden, 
Commissioner,  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities. 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families,  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services,  room  349-F  HHH 
Building,  200  independence  Avenue 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201. 

FOR  FURTHBI  INFOmiWTION  CONTACT: 
Kay  Smith.  Program  Development 
Division,  Administration  on 


Developmental  Disabilities,  (202)  245- 
2984. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Part  1.  Background 

A.  Goals  of  the  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities 

The  Administration  on  Developmental 
Disabilities  (ADD)  is  located  within  the 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families  (ACF),  Department  of  Health 
and  Human  Services  (DHHS).  ADD*s 
goals  relate  to  increased  familial  and 
individual  self-sufficiency,  and 
improved  services  for  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities.  Emphasis  on 
these  goals,  and  progress  towards  them 
will  help  more  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  to  live 
productive  and  independent  lives, 
integrated  into  communities.  It  is 
through  the  Projects  of  National 
Significance  Program  that  ADD  attempts 
to  promote  the  achievement  of  these 
goals. 

In  addition,  at  least  biennially  the 
ADD  Commissioner  holds  a  national 
meeting  for  the  purpose  of  discussing 
current  and  emerging  issues  of  national 
significance  within  the  field  of 
developmental  disabilities  and  to  share 
significant  accomplishments.  The 
Commissioner  has  also  developed  a 
national  initiative  to  create  innovative, 
effective  and  goal-oriented  collaboration 
among  all  network  components  of  the 
Developmental  Disabilities  Programs 
(Developmental  Disabilities  Planning 
Councils,  Protection  and  Advocacy 
Systems,  and  University  Affiliated 
Programs)  and  the  principal 
organizations  involved  with  persons 
with  developmental  disabilities  in  the 
States.  This  program,  “Leadership 
Through  Collaboration,”  is  a  direct 
result  of  working  with  the  States  to 
create  the  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities*  National 
Agenda. 

Therefore,  in  Fiscal  Year  1992,  ADD 
will  be  focusing  its  efforts  on 
implementing  the  Commissioner’s 
National  Agenda  and  in  providing 
technical  assistance  to  programs  and 
agencies  nationwide  in  the 
implementation  of  those  activities. 

The  technical  assistance  meetings  will 
bring  together  State  and  Territorial 
leadership  and  other  organizations  to 
work  on  ^ill  and  coalition-building 
activities,  and  to  provide  technical 
assistance  in  implementing  those 
activities  as  they  "eiale  to  each  of  the 
topic  areas. 
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B.  Purpose  of  the  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities 

The  Administration  on  Development 
Disabilities  (ADD)  is  the  lead  agency 
within  ACF  and  DHHS  responsible  for 
planning  and  administering  programs 
which  promote  the  self-sufficiency  and 
protect  the  rights  of  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities. 

The  Developmental  Disabilities 
Assistance  and  Bill  of  Rights  Act  of  1990 
(Pub.  L.  101-496)  (the  Act)  supports  and 
provides  assistance  to  States  and  public 
and  private  nonprofit  agencies  and 
organizations  to  assure  that  all  persons 
with  developmental  disabilities  receive 
the  services,  assistance  and 
opportunities  necessary  to  enable  them 
to  achieve  their  maximum  potential 
through  increased  independence, 
productivity  and  integration  into  the 
community. 

The  Act  emphasizes  that  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  include  those 
with  severe  functional  limitations 
attributable  to  physical  impairments, 
mental  impairments,  and  combinations 
of  physical  and  mental  impairments.  It 
recognizes  that,  notwithstanding  their 
severe  disabilities,  these  persons  have 
capabilities,  competencies,  and  personal 
needs  and  preferences.  Most 
importantly,  the  Act  points  out  that  a 
substantial  portion  of  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  remain 
unserved  or  underserved. 

The  Act  also  stresses  that  the  family 
and  members  of  the  community  can  play 
a  central  role  in  enhancing  the  lives  of 
persons  with  developmental  disabilities, 
especially  when  the  family  is  provided 
with  the  necessary  support  services;  that 
public  and  private  employers  tend  to  be 
unaware  of  the  capability  of  persons 
with  developmental  disabilities  to  be 
engaged  in  competitive  work  in 
integrated  settings;  and  that  it  is  in  the 
national  interest  to  offer  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  the 
opportunity  to  make  decisions  for 
themselves  and  to  live  in  homes  and 
communities  where  they  can  exercise 
their  full  rights  and  responsibilities  as 
citizens. 

In  addition,  in  administering  the  Act 
at  the  Federal  level.  ADD  seeks  to 
enhance  the  role  of  the  family  in 
assisting  persons  with  developmental 
disabilities  to  achieve  their  maximum 
potential  (through  self-advocacy  and 
empowerment);  in  supporting  the 
increasing  ability  of  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  to  perform 
leadership  functions,  and  determine 
changes  of  their  choice;  as  well  as  in 
ensuring  the  protection  of  the  legal  and 
human  rights  as  these  individuals. 

Programs  funded  under  the  Act  are; 


•  Basic  State  formula  grants; 

•  State  system  for  the  protection  and 
advocacy  of  individual  rights; 

•  Grants  to  University  Affiliated 
Programs  for  interdisciplinary  training, 
exemplary  services,  technical 
assistance,  and  information 
dissemination;  and 

•  Grants  for  Projects  of  National 
Significance. 

C.  Description  of  Projects  of  National 
Significance 

Under  Part  E  of  the  Act,  grants  and 
contracts  are  awarded  for  projects  of 
national  significance  to  increase  and 
support  the  independence,  productivity, 
and  integration  into  the  community  of 
persons  with  developmental  disabilities, 
and  to  support  the  development  of 
national  and  state  policy  which 
enhances  the  independence, 
productivity,  and  integration  of  these 
individuals.  These  projects  may  include, 
but  are  not  limited  to: 

•  Projects  to  conduct  data  collection 
and  analysis; 

•  Projects  to  provide  technical 
assistance  to  program  components; 

•  Projects  to  provide  technical 
assistance  for  the  development  of 
information  and  referral  systems: 

•  Projects  which  improve  supportive 
living  and  quality  of  life  opportunities 
which  enhance  recreation,  leisure  and 
fitness: 

•  Projects  to  educate  policymakers: 

•  Projects  to  pursue  Federal 
interagency  initiatives: 

•  Projects  that  support  the 
enhancement  of  minority  participation 
in  public  and  private  sector  initiatives  in 
developmental  disabilities;  and 

•  Other  projects  of  sufficient  size  and 
scope,  and  which  hold  promise  of 
expanding  or  otherwise  improving 
opportunities  for  persons  with 
developmental  disabilities  (especially 
those  who  are  multihandicapped  or 
disadvantaged,  including  minority 
groups.  Native  Americans,  Native 
Hawaiians,  and  other  underserved 
groups). 

In  addition,  funds  may  be  awarded  for 
technical  assistance  and  demonstration 
projects  (including  research,  training, 
and  evaluation  in  connection  with  such 
projects)  which  expand  or  improve  the 
advocacy  functions  of  the  State  Planning 
Councils,  the  functions  performed  by 
University  Affiliated  Programs  and 
Satellite  Centers,  and  the  Protection  and 
Advocacy  System. 

Section  162(c)  of  the  Act  requires  that 
ADD  publish  in  the  Federal  Register  its 
priorities  for  grants  and  contracts  to 
carry  out  Projects  of  National 
Significance.  The  Act  also  requires  a 
period  of  60  days  for  public  comment 


concerning  such  priorities.  After 
analyzing  and  considering  such 
comments,  ADD  must  publish  in  the 
Federal  Register  final  priorities  for  such 
grants  and  contracts,  and  solicit 
applications  for  funding  based  on  the 
final  priorities  selected. 

The  following  section  presents  ADD’s 
funding  priorities  for  Fiscal  Year  1992 
Projects  of  National  Significance.  We 
welcome  specific  comments  and 
suggestions  as  well  as  suggestions  for 
additional  funding  priorities.  We  would 
also  like  to  receive  suggestions  on  topics 
which  are  timely  and  relate  to  specific 
needs  in  the  field  of  developmental 
disabilities. 

Part  11.  Fiscal  Year  1992  Funding 
Priorities  for  Projects  of  National 
Significance 

ADD  is  interested  in  all  comments 
and  recommendations  which  address 
areas  of  existing  or  evolving  national 
significance  related  to  the  field  of 
developmental  disabilities. 

Comments  should  be  addressed  to: 
Deborah  L.  McFadden,  Commissioner, 
Administration  on  Developmental 
Disabilities,  Department  of  Health  and 
Human  Services,  room  349-F  HHH 
Building,  200  Independence  Avenue, 

SW.,  Washington.  DC  20201. 

In  FY  1992,  ADD  will  not  be  funding 
any  new  start  grant  awards.  However, 
we  will  be  awarding  continuation  funds 
for  projects  funded  in  FY  1991  (in  self- 
advocacy  and  empowerment,  youth 
leadership  development,  ongoing  data 
collection,  cultural  diversity,  and  home 
ownership).  We  are  also  planning  to 
award  contract  funds  to  provide 
technical  assistance  for  the 
implementation  of  the  ADD 
Commissioner's  national  initiative, 
“Leadership  through  Collaboration,”  and 
to  provide  technical  assistance  to 
improve  the  functions  of  the  University 
Affiliated  Program.  Those  activities  are 
described  as  follows: 

Funding  Priority  Area  1:  Technical 
Assistance  for  Implementing  the 
National  Agenda 

Through  the  conduct  of  technical 
assistance  activities,  ADD  will 
implement  its  “Leadership  through 
Collaboration"  initiative.  The  purpose  of 
this  initiative  is  to  create  innovative, 
effective  and  goal-oriented  collaboration 
among  all  network  components  of  the 
Developmental  Disabilities  Programs 
(Developmental  Disabilities  Planning 
Councils,  Protection  and  Advocacy 
Systems,  and  University  Affiliated 
Programs)  and  the  principal 
organizations  involved  with  persons 
with  developmental  disabilities  in  the 
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States.  This  program.  "Leadership 
Through  Collaboration,"  is  a  direct 
result  of  working  with  the  States  to 
create  the  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities'  National 
Agenda. 

The  technical  assistance  that  will  be 
provided  through  this  initiative  will 
assist  state  agencies  and  organizations 
in  establishing  collaborative  programs 
within  their  respective  states,  as  well  as 
with  other  state  agencies.  The  initiative 
activities  that  will  be  conducted  include 
a  national  conference,  state  meetings, 
and  topic-specific  workshops. 

In  addition,  this  initiative  will  provide 
the  necessary  technical  assistance  to 
potential  funding  applicants  in  the 
development  of  collaborative  programs 
in  anticipation  of  possible  funding  of 
PNS  projects  in  FY  1993. 

Funding  Priority  Area  2:  Continuation 
Grant  Awards 

ADD  will  expend  approximately  $1.7 
million  in  continuation  funding  for 
Projects  of  National  Significance  in 
support  of  the  National  Agenda  and 
state-of-the-art  projects.  These  projects 
include  priorities  in  self-advocacy  and 
empowerment,  youth  leadership 
development,  ongoing  data  collection, 
minority  participation  in  development 
disabilities,  and  home  ownership. 

Funding  Priority  Area  3:  Technical 
Assistance 

Under  separate  contractual 
solicitations,  ADD  will  award  funds  to 
provide  technical  assistance  to  improve 
the  functions  of  the  University  Af51iated 
Program.  (RCFs  were  awarded  in  FY 
1991  to  provide  technical  assistance  to 
the  DD  Councils  and  P&As,  and 
therefore,  will  not  be  recompeted  in  FY 
1992.) 

In  addition,  ADD  will  conduct  topic- 
specific  conferences  throughout  the 
country  to  provide  technical  assistance 
to  interested  agencies  and  organizations 
in  implementing  the  National  Agenda. 

This  announcement  is  a  public 
comment  notice  only.  No  proposals, 
concept  papers  or  other  forms  of 
application  should  be  submitted  at  this 
time.  Any  such  submission  will  be 
discarded. 

No  acknowledgments  will  be  made  of 
the  comments  in  response  to  this  notice, 
but  all  comments  will  be  considered  in 
preparing  the  final  priorities  for 
developmental  disabilities  Projects  of 
National  Significance  for  Hscal  year 
1992. 

(Federal  Catalog  of  Domestic  Assistance 
Number  93.631  Developmental  Disabilities — 
Projects  of  National  Significance) 


Dated:  February  21, 1992. 

Deborah  L  McFadden, 

Commissioner.  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities. 

(FR  Doc.  92-^29  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  4130-01-H 


U.S.  Advisory  Board  on  Child  Abuse 
and  Neglect;  Meeting 

agency:  U.S.  Advisory  Board  on  Child 
Abuse  and  Neglect,  ACF,  HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  the  tenth  meeting  of 
the  U.S.  Advisory  Board  on  Child  Abuse 
and  Neglect. 

SUMMARY:  The  U.S.  Advisory  Board  on 
Child  Abuse  and  Neglect  will  hold  its 
tenth  meeting  in  Los  Angeles.  California 
from  9  a.m.  March  31, 1992  through  5 
p.m.  April  3, 1992.  A  portion  of  the  Board 
meeting  on  Thursday,  April  2,  from  1 
p.m.  to  6  p.m.  is  closed  to  the  public  due 
to  the  need  for  confidentiality  in 
connection  with  a  site  visit  by  the  Board 
to  the  Child  Death  Review  Team  of  the 
Los  Angeles  County  Inter-Agency 
Council  on  Child  Abuse  and  Neglect  and 
with  a  Board  discussion  about  a 
proposed  paper  on  child  maltreatment- 
related  fatalities. 

ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  at: 
Sheraton  Grande  Hotel,  333  South 
Figueroa  Street,  Los  Angeles,  California 
90071. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Joan  M.  Williams,  Special  Projects 
Specialist,  U.S.  Advisory  Board  on  Child 
Abuse  and  Neglect,  room  300E, 
Humphrey  Building,  Washington,  DC 
20201,  (202)  245-0208. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  During 
portions  of  this  meeting  the  Executive 
Committee  on  the  Board  will  discuss: 
The  form,  content,  nature  and  scope  of 
the  1992  and  1993  annual  reports  of  the 
Board;  developments  in  connection  with 
reauthori2uition  of  the  Child  Abuse 
Prevention  Act;  progress  toward  the 
accomplishment  of  the  FY  1992-FY  1993 
Board  Program  Plan;  the  special  1993 
Board  report  on  Progress  in  Achieving 
National  Child  Protection  Reform;  end 
Board  goverance  and  administrative 
issues.  During  other  portions  of  this 
meeting,  the  Board  will:  Participate  in  a 
site  visit  with  the  Los  Angeles  County 
Inter-Agency  Council  on  Child  Abuse 
and  Neglect  Child  Death  Review  Team 
(Closed  Session);  conduct  a  hearing  on 
child  maltreatment-related  fatalities; 
discuss  developments  related  to  the 
reauthorization  of  the  Child  Abuse 
Prevention  Act;  discuss  the  special  1993 
Board  report  on  Progress  in  Achieving 
National  Child  Protection  Reforem; 
discuss  the  farm,  content,  nature,  and 
scope  of  the  1992  and  1993  reports; 


receive  an  updating  on  the  activities  of 
the  Inter-Agency  Task  Force,  the  DHHS 
initiative  on  child  abuse  and  neglect, 
and  the  National  Center  on  Child  Abuse 
and  Ne^ect  and  the  Children's  Bureau 
since  the  January,  1992  meeting;  and 
discuss  Board  papers  on  research,  child 
fatalities  (Closed  Session),  and  child 
protective  services  reform. 

Dated:  kfarch  13, 1992. 

Donna  N.  Givens, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Children  and 
Families. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6530  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  ,m} 
BILUNG  CODE  413O-01-M 


Interagency  Committee  on 
Developmental  Disabilities;  Meeting 

agency:  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities, 
Administration  for  Children  and 
Families  (ACF).  HHS. 
action:  Notice  of  meeting 

summary:  The  Interagency  Committee 
on  Developmental  Disabilities  (ICDD) 
was  established  in  1984  by  section 
108(b)  of  the  Developmental  Disabilities 
Assistance  and  Bill  of  Rights  Act  of  1984 
(42  U.S.C.  6007(b))  to  "meet  regularly  to 
coordinate  and  plan  activities  by 
Federal  departments  and  agencies  for 
persons  with  developmental 
disabilities."  In  1990,  the  Act  was 
amended  to  provide  that  the  meetings  be 
open  to  the  public  and  that  a  notice  of 
the  meeting  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  ICDD  is  chaired  by  the 
Assistant  Secretary  for  Special 
Education  and  Rehabilitative  Services 
and  the  Commissioner  of  the 
Administration  on  Developmental 
Disabilities. 

The  ICDD  meets  regularly  on  the  first 
Tuesday  in  December,  April,  and 
August.  The  meeting  is  open  to  the 
public. 

DATES:  Tuesday,  April  7, 1992. 9:30  a.m. 
to  11:30  a.m. 

ADDRESSES:  Auditorium  of  the  Hubert 
H.  Humphrey  Building,  200 
Independence  Avenue  SW., 

Washington,  DC  20201. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Ronald  W.  Conley,  room  348F,  Hubert  H. 
Humphrey  Building.  200  Independence 
Avenue  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20201 
(202)  245-7617  or  Wendell  Johnson,  room 
3014A,  Mary  E.  Switzer  Building,  330  C 
Street  SW..  Washington,  DC  20202  (202) 
732-1274. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  At  the 

meeting  the  ICDD  will  discuss:  (Ij  Long¬ 
term  funding  for  people  in  supported 
employment;  (2)  the  application  of  the 
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Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  to  students 
with  severe  disabilities  engaging  in 
transitional  work  activities;  (3)  the 
adoption  of  a  mission  and  goals 
statement  for  the  ICDD;  and  other 
matters  that  may  arise. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Deborah  L.  McFadden, 

Commissioner  Administration  on 
Developmental  Disabilities. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6531  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNQ  CODE  4130-01-W 

Food  and  Drug  Administration 

[Docket  No.  91N-0438] 

Cooperative  Research  and 
Deveiopment  Agreement  Between 
Nicoiet  Instrument  Corp.  and  the 
Center  for  Drug  Evaluation  and 
Research 

agency:  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
HHS. 

action:  Notice 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA),  Center  for  Drug 
Evaluation  and  Research  (CDER)  is 
announcing  its  intention  to  enter  into  a 
Cooperative  Research  and  Development 
Agreement  (CRADA)  with  Nicoiet 
Instrument  Corp.  of  Madison,  WI,  to 
develop  a  Fourier  Transform  Infrared 
(FTIR)  spectral  library  of  United  States 
Pharmacopeia  reference  standards.  The 
execution  of  this  CRADA  will  result  in  a 
licensing  agreement  between  CDER  and 
Nicoiet  Instrument  Corp.  to  market  the 
finished  library  as  allowed  by  the 
Federal  Technology  Transfer  Act 


(FTTA)  of  1986.  This  notice  is  being 
published  to  inform  the  public  of  FDA's 
intention  of  entering  into  a  CRADA  with 
Nicoiet  Instrument  Corp.  This 
collaboration  will  be  done  under  the 
provisions  of  the  FTTA. 

DATES:  Written  Comments  by  April  20, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  to  the 
Dockets  Management  Branch  (HPA- 
305).  Food  and  Drug  Administration,  rm. 
1-23, 12420  Parklawn  Dr..  Rockville,  MD 
20857,  with  a  copy  sent  to  Thomas 
Layloff,  Division  of  Drug  Analysis,  1114 
Market  St.,  rm.  1002,  St.  Louis,  MO 
63101,  314-539-2135,  FAX  314-539-2113. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Beatrice  Droke,  Division  of  Contracts 
and  Grants  Management  (HFA-500), 
Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville.  MD  20857,  301- 
443-6890,  or  Thomas  Layloff  (address 
above). 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  CDER 
needs  to  be  abreast  with  advancements 
in  analytical  teachnology.  This  CRADA 
with  Nicoiet  Instrument  Corp.,  with 
offices  at  5225  Verona  Rd.,  Madison,  WI 
53711,  would  assist  FDA  laboratories  by 
developing  a  FTIR  spectral  library  of 
United  States  Pharmacopeia  reference 
standards.  This  library  will  enable  FDA 
laboratories  to  more  readily  make 
correct  identiHcation  of  substances  by 
their  molecular  and  chemical  structure. 
CDER  will  provide  Nicoiet  with  water 
vapor,  background,  and  sample 
interferograms  that  have  been  collected 
on  a  Nicoiet  710SX  FTIR.  Nicoiet  will 
form  these  interferograms  into  an 
acceptable  spectral  library. 


Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Michael  R.  Taylor, 

Deputy  Commissioner  for  Policy. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6509  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 


BHLINQ  CODE  41M-01-N 


[Docket  No.  92N-013S] 


Hoffmann-Ls  Rocha  Inc,,  at  al.; 
Withdrawal  of  Approval  of  40  Naw 
Drug  Applications 

AGENCY:  Food  and  Drug  Administration, 
HHS. 

action:  Notice. 

summary:  The  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  (FDA)  withdraws 
approval  of  40  new  drug  applications 
(NDA's).  The  holders  of  the  NDA’s 
notified  the  agency  in  writing  that  the 
drug  products  were  no  longer  being 
mariceted  under  the  NDA  and  requested 
that  the  approval  of  the  applications  be 
withdrawn. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  April  20. 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Nancy  Maizel,  Center  for  Drug 
Evaluation  and  Research  (HFD-53), 

Food  and  Drug  Administration,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857,  301- 
443-4320. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  informahon:  The 

holders  of  the  NDA’s  listed  below  have 
informed  FDA  that  these  drug  products 
are  no  longer  being  marketed  under  the 
NDA  and  requested  that  FDA  withdraw 
approval  of  the  applications.  The 
applicants  have  also,  by  request,  waived 
their  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 


Drug  name 


Applicant  name  and  address 


HoffmarHvLa  Rcx:he  krc.,  340  Kingsland  St.  NuHey.  NJ  07110-1199. 

Sterling  Drug  Irtc.,  90  Pa^  Ave..  New  York.  NY  10016. 

Hoffmann-La  Roche  Inc. 

Do. 

Do. 

Ciba-Geigy  Corp.,  Pharmaceuticals  Division.  556  Morris  Ave..  Summit  NJ  07901. 
Hoffman-La  Roche  Inc. 

Miles  Inc..  Pharmaceutical  Division,  400  Morgan  Lane,  West  Haven,  CT  06516. 
The  Procter  &  Gamble  Co.,  Sharon  Woods  Techrrical  Center.  11511  Reed 
Harlman  Hwy..  Cmdnnati.  OH  45241-9974. 

Dorsey  Laboratories,  Division  of  Sandoz  Inc.,  Box  83288,  Lincoln,  NE  68501- 
3288. 

Forest  Pharmaceuticals  IfK..  Subsidiary  of  Forest  Laboratories  Irx:..  150  East  58th 
St.,  New  York.  NY  10155-0015. 

Unohn  Co..  7000  Portage  Rd.,  Kalamazoo,  Ml  49001-0199. 

Wyeth  Laboratories  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  8299,  Philadelphia  PA  19101. 

(reserpine  tablets) . . .  Lilly  Research  Laboratories,  Division  of  Eli  Lilly  and  Co..  Lilly  Corporate  Center. 

Indianapolis,  IN  46285. 

e .  Vale  Chemical  Co.  Inc.,  1201  Liberty  St..  Allentown,  PA  18102. 

Ciba-Geigy  Corp. 

Miles  krc. 

Purdue  Frederick  Co..  100  Connecticut  Ave..  Norwalk.  CT  06850-3590. 


Lederle  Laboratories,  Division  of  Americem  Cyanamid  Co..  Pearl  River,  NY  10965. 
i  The  Procter  &  Gamble  Co. 

Schering-Plough  Research,  2000  GaUopirtg  Hill  Rd.,  Kerklworth,  NJ  07033. 

AX.  Robins  Co..  Research  Laboratoriea  1211  Sherwood  Ave..  Richmorxl.  VA 
23220. 


9730 


Federal  Register  /  Vol.  57,  No.  55  /  Friday,  March  20,  1992  /  Notices 


I 


NDA  No. 


Drug  name 


Applicant  name  and  address 


16-S25. 


Pentaerythritol  Tetranitrate  Tablets 


Bolar  Pharmaceutical  Co.  Inc.,  33  Ralph  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  30,  Copiague,  NY  11726- 


16-880. 

17-405. 

17-807. 


Voranil  (clortermine  HCI)  Tablets . 

Soy-Oome  (hexachlorophene)  Cleanser.. 

Proferdex  (iron  dextran  injection,  USP).... 


0030. 

Rorer  Pharmaceutical  Corp.,  Fort  Washington,  PA  19034. 

Miles  Inc. 

Fisons  Pharmaceuticals,  Fisons  (^p.,  Jefferson  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  1710,  Rochester, 


18-224 .  Merital  (rromifensine  maleate)  Capsules. 

18-543 .  Sterile  Lidocaine  Hydrochloride,  USP . 


NY  14603. 

Hoechst-Roussel  Pharmaceuticals  Inc.,  Route  202-206  North,  Somerville,  NJ 
08876. 

International  Medication  Systems  Ltd.,  1886  Santa  Anita  Ave.,  South  El  Monte,  CA 


18-885. 

50-024. 


Embolex  (dihydroergotamine  meyslate  and  heparin  sodium  with 
lidocaine  HCI)  Injection. 

VERSAPEN-K  (hetacillin)  Capsules . 


91733. 

Sandoz  Pharmaceuticals  (^orp..  Division  of  Sandoz  Inc.,  59  Route  10,  East 
Hanover,  NJ  07936-1080. 

Bristol-Myers  U.S.  Pharmaceutical  Group,  Bristol-Myers  Squibb  Co.,  Evansville,  IN 


50-025 

50-098. 

50-133. 

50-135. 

50-139. 

50-235 

50-308. 

50-309 

50-310. 

50-457. 


VERSAPEN  (hetacillin)  Tables . 

P(X.YCILLIN  (ampicillin)  Injection . 

Syncillin  (phenethicillin  potassium)  Tablets . 

Synctilin  (phenethicillin  potassium)  O.S . 

Syntetrin  (rolitetracycline)  IM . 

Nystaform  (nystatin-iodochlorhydroxyquin)  Ointment 

POLYCILLIN  (ampicillin)  O.S./Pediatric  Drops . 

POLYCILLIN-N  (ampicillin)  Injection . 

POLYCILLIN  (ampicillin)  Capkiles . 

POLYCILLIN-PRB  (ampicillin/probenecid)  O.S . 


47721-0001. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Do. 

Miles  Inc. 

Bristol-Myers  U.S.  Pharmaceutical  Group. 
Do. 

Do. 

Do. 


Therefore,  under  section  505(e)  of  the 
Federal  Food,  Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  355(e))  and  under  authority 
delegated  to  the  Director  of  the  Center 
for  Drug  Evaluation  and  Research  (21 
CFR  5.82),  approval  of  the  NDA’s  listed 
above,  and  all  amendments  and 
supplements  thereto,  is  hereby 
withdrawn,  effective  April  20, 1992. 

Dated:  March  11, 1992. 

Gerald  F.  Meyer, 

Deputy  Director,  Center  for  Drug  Evaluation 
and  Research. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6510  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNG  CODE  4160-01-M 


Social  Security  Administration 

[Social  Security  Ruling  SSR  92-4p] 

State  and  Local  Coverage- 
Commissioner’s  Ruling  on  Definition 
of  a  “Fee”  for  Social  Security 
Coverage  Purposes  Under  Section  218 
of  the  Social  Security  Act 

AGENCY:  Social  Security  Administration, 
HHS. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  Social  Security  Ruling. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  20  CFR 
422.406(b)(1),  the  Commissioner  of 
Social  Security  gives  notice  of  Social 
Security  Ruling  92-4p.  This  Policy 
Interpretation  Ruling  concerns  the  fact 
that  since  there  is  no  Federal  statutory 
definition  of  a  “fee,”  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA)  had  defined  what 
constitutes  a  “fee"  for  Social  Security 
coverage  purposes  under  section  218  of 
the  Social  Security  Act  differently  than 
the  Internal  Revenue  Service  (IRS)  had 
defined  the  term  for  taxation  purposes 
under  the  Internal  Revenue  Code. 


Consequently,  in  some  cases,  different 
outcomes  have  been  reached  by  the  two 
agencies  when  determining  whether 
remuneration  received  by  certain 
individuals,  e.g.,  tax  collectors,  is  a 
“fee."  After  consideration  of  the  issues 
involved,  the  Commissioner  concluded 
that  it  would  be  appropriate  for  SSA  to 
adopt  the  IRS  definition  of  a  “fee.” 
Therefore,  effective  January  1, 1992, 

SSA,  for  Social  Security  coverage 
purposes,  will  treat  remuneration 
received  by  certain  State  and  local 
public  officials,  in  the  same  manner  as 
the  IRS.  This  Ruling  reflects  this  change 
EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  20, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Joanne  K.  Castello,  Office  of 
Regulations,  Social  Security 
Administration,  6401  Security 
Boulevard,  Baltimore,  MD  21235,  (410) 
965-1711. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Although 
we  are  not  required  to  do  so  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  552(a)(1)  and  (a)(2),  we  are 
publishing  this  Social  Security  Ruling  in 
accordance  with  20  CFR  422.406(b)(1). 

Social  Security  Rulings  make 
available  to  the  public  precedential 
decisions  relating  to  the  Federal  old-age, 
survivors,  disability,  supplemental 
security  income,  and  black  lung  benefits 
programs.  Social  Security  Rulings  may 
be  based  on  case  decisions  made  at  all 
administrative  levels  of  adjudication. 
Federal  court  decisions,  Commissioner’s 
decisions,  opinions  of  the  Office  of  the 
General  Counsel,  and  other  policy 
interpretations  of  the  law  and 
regulations 

Although  Social  Security  Rulings  do 
not  have  the  force  and  effect  of  the  law 
or  regulations,  they  are  binding  on  all 
components  of  the  Social  Security 


Administration,  in  accordance  with  20 
CFR  422.406(b)(1),  and  are  to  be  relied 
upon  as  precedents  in  adjudicating  other 
cases. 

If  this  Social  Security  Ruling  is  later 
superseded,  modified,  or  rescinded,  we 
will  publish  a  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register  to  that  effect. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Programs  Nos.  93.802  Social  Security — 
Disability  Insurance;  93.803  Social  Security — 
Retirement  Insurance;  93.805  Social 
Security— Survivor’s  Insurance) 

Dated:  March  9, 1992. 

Gwendolyn  S.  King, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Policy  Interpretation  Ruling 

Title  II:  State  and  Local  Coverage — 
Commissioner’s  Ruling  Definition  of  a 
"Fee"  for  Social  Security  Coverage 
Purpose  Under  Section  218  of  the  Social 
Security  Act 

Purpose:  The  state  the  policy  change 
by  which  the  Social  Security 
Administration  (SSA)  adopted  the 
Internal  Revenue  Service  (IRS) 
definition  of  a  “fee"  for  purposes  of 
Social  Security  coverage  under  section 
218  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (the  Act), 
of  compensation  of  certain  State  and 
local  public  officials,  effective  January  1, 
1992. 

Citation  (Authority):  Section  218(c) 
and  218(m)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  418(c)  and  418(m)):  20  CFR 
404.1073(b)(1)  and  404.1210. 

Pertinent  History:  There  is  no  Federal 
statutory  definition  of  a  “fee,"  and  as  a 
result,  IRS  and  SSA  in  some  instances 
have  used  different  definitions  as  to 
what  constitutes  a  "fee."  Consequently, 
in  these  situations,  different  outcomes 
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have  been  reached  by  the  two  agencies 
when  determining  whether 
compensation  received  by  certain 
individuals,  such  as  State  or  local  tax 
collectors,  is  a  fee.  The  definition  of  a 
"fee"  is  significant  for  determining:  (1) 
Whether  certain  positions  may  be 
excluded  from  Social  Security  coverage 
under  the  optional  fee-basis  exclusion: 
and  (2)  whether  certain  positions  are 
compensated  solely  by  fees  and, 
therefore,  whether  occupants  of  these 
positions  may  be  treated  as  self- 
employed  individuals.  This  issue  affects 
certain  State  and  local  public  officials 
nationwide. 

SSA's  policy  prior  to  1992  defined  a 
"fee”  as  compensation  for  a  particular 
act  or  service  without  regard  to  the 
amount  of  time  spent  in  its  performance. 
Furthermore,  whether  compensation 
was  a  “fee”  was  determined  by  the 
method  of  payment  and  the  appropriate 
State  statute  and/or  any  related  court 
decision.  SSA  had  held  that  a  “fee”  may 
be  paid  by  the  State,  one  of  its  political 
subdivisions,  or  a  third  party. 

The  IRS  position  holds  that  the  source 
of  the  remuneration  paid  is  an  important 
factor  in  determining  whether  the 
remuneration  is  a  "fee.”  When  a  public 
official  receives  remuneration  for 
services  in  the  form  of  a  "fee”  directly 
from  members  of  the  public  with  whom 
he  or  she  does  business,  that  is 
considered  to  be  a  “fee.”  Otherwise,  if 
payment  is  made  to  a  public  official 
from  government  funds,  and  no  portion 
of  the  monies  collected  by  him  or  her 
belongs  to  or  can  be  retained  by  him  or 
her  as  compensation,  that  remuneration 
is  not  consider  to  be  a  "fee.”  IRS 
concludes  that,  in  the  later  case,  the 
public  official  is  not  engaged  in  a  trade 
or  business  under  section  1402(c)(1)  of 
the  Internal  Revenue  Code  and  the 
remuneration  for  services  is  not  net 
earnings  from  self-employment. 

Because  of  the  differences  between 
the  SSA  and  IRS  interpretations  of  what 
constituted  a  “fee,"  State  and  local 
political  employing  entities  have 
received  inconsistent  advice  regarding 
how  to  report  the  compensation  of 
individuals  in  certain  positions,  e.g.,  tax 
collectors  in  Pennsylvania.  As  a  result 
of  this  new  policy  interpretation,  SSA 
and  IRS  will  now  have  a  single, 
coordinated  position  on  the  definition  of 
a  "fee.” 

Policy  Interpretation: 

SSA ‘s  Change  in  Its  Definition  of  a 
"Fee" 

After  full  consideration  of  the  issue, 
the  Commissioner  of  Social  Security 
concluded  that  it  would  be  appropriate 
for  SSA  to  adopt  the  IRS  definition 
because  it  related  to  the  source  of  the 


pa^onent  and  the  official's  authority  to 
retain  the  payment  as  compensation. 
Therefore,  SSA  has  adopted  the  IRS 
definition  for  Social  Security  coverage 
purposes  under  section  218  of  the  Act, 
effective  January  1, 1992. 

Adopting  the  IRS  definition  means 
that,  effective  January  1, 1992,  SSA  will 
consider  the  remuneration  for  service 
received  by  a  State  or  local  public 
ofiicial,  such  as  a  tax  collector  or  any 
other  official  who  performs  service  in  a 
position  compensated  solely  on  a  fee 
basis,  a  "fee”  if  the  payment  is  made 
directly  by  a  member  of  the  public  with 
whom  he  or  she  does  business,  and  the 
public  official  is  authorized  to  retain  the 
payment  or  a  portion  therefor  as 
compensation.  In  this  situation,  the 
official  is  engaged  in  a  trade  or  business 
as  set  forth  in  sections  211(c)(1)  and 
211(c)(2)(E)  of  the  Act  and  thus,  self- 
employed.  Conversely,  when  a  State  or 
local  public  official  has  no  authority  to 
retain  the  monies  collected  by  him  or 
her  from  a  member  of  the  public  as 
compensation,  but  instead  receives 
payment  from  government  funds,  that 
payment  is  no  a  “fee.”  In  the  latter 
situation,  the  official  is  not  engaged  in  a 
trade  or  business,  and  his  earnings  are 
not  net  earnings  from  self-employment 
but  are  wages  received  as  an  employee. 

Treatment  of  Remuneration  Paid  to 
Public  Officials  Affected  by  the  SSA 
Change  of  Definition  of  a  "Fee" 

Under  SSA’s  policy  prior  to  1992,  a 
“fee”  was  distinguishable  from  a  salary 
in  that  a  "fee”  was  usually  paid  as 
compensation  for  a  particular  act  of 
service  regardless  of  the  amount  of  time 
spent  in  its  performance,  while  a  salary 
was  normally  related  to  the  amount  of 
time  worked. 

Beginning  January  1, 1992,  SSA  will 
find  that  a  “fee”  is  distinguishable  from 
a  salary  only  when  the  compensation  for 
a  particular  act  or  service  is  paid 
directly  to  the  State  or  local  public 
official  by  a  member  of  the  public  for 
whom  the  act  or  service  is  performed 
and  the  official  is  authorized  to  retain 
the  payment  or  a  portion  thereof  as 
compensation. 

Treatment  of  Positions  Compensated 
Solely  by  Fees 

For  services  first  covered  after  1967, 
services  in  any  class  or  classes  of 
positions  compensated  solely  by  fees 
are  excluded  from  coverage  under 
agreements  pursuant  to  section  218  of 
the  Act  unless  the  State  specifically 
includes  these  services.  Consequently, 
services  performed  after  1967  by  State 
and  local  public  officials  in  positions 
solely  compensated  by  fees  which  are 
not  covered  under  a  section  218 


agreement,  are  compulsorily  covered  as 
self-employment  for  Social  Security 
purposes  under  sections  211(c)(1)  and 
211(c)(2)(E)  of  the  Act. 

The  above  principle  is  not  affected  by 
SSA's  change  in  position  as  it  applies  to 
individuals  whose  services  are  actually 
compensated  by  a  “fee.”  Therefore,  SSA 
uses  the  definition  of  a  “fee”  for  years 
prior  to  January  1, 1992,  to  determine 
whether  compensation  for  services  is 
made  solely  on  the  basis  of  fees. 

Beginning  January  1, 1992,  SSA 
determines  whether  services  are 
compensated  solely  by  a  fee  by  using 
the  revised  definition  of  a  “fee.” 

Treatment  of  Positions  Compensated  by 
Salary  and  Fees 

After  1967,  a  State  may  exclude 
services  from  coverage  under  an 
agreement,  as  provided  in  section  218(c) 
of  the  Act,  in  any  class  or  classes  of  fee- 
basis  positions  compensated  by  both 
salary  and  fees.  If  the  exclusion  is  taken, 
none  of  the  compensation,  whether 
salary  or  fees,  is  covered  as  wages.  If 
the  exclusion  is  not  taken,  all  of  the 
compensation  received,  including  the 
fees,  is  covered  as  wages  under  the 
State's  section  218  agreement. 

Effective  Date:  This  policy  is  effective 
for  all  remuneration  received  for 
services  after  December  31, 1991. 

Cross  References:  Program  Operations 
Manual  System,  part  03,  chapter  015, 
subchapter  05,  Sections  .007  and  .042; 
part  03,  chapter  018,  subchapter  02, 
sections  .200  and  .220;  Handbook  for 
State  Social  Security  Administrators, 
section  238:  SSR  77-17,  Pennsylvania 
Justice  of  the  Peace;  and  SSR  73-58c, 
Nebraska  Constables,  Justices  of  the 
Peace,  and  Registrars.  The  revised 
definition  as  cited  in  this  Policy 
Interpretation  Ruling  does  not  affect  the 
herein  cross-referred  Rulings.  These  two 
Rulings  continue  to  provide  examples  of 
a  “fee.” 

(FR  Doc.  92-6526  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4190-2»-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND 
URBAN  DEVELOPMENT 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

[Docket  No.  0-92-982;  FR-3198-0-01] 

Delegation  of  Authority  for  the  Shelter 
Plus  Care  Program 

agency:  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development 

ACTION:  Notice  of  delegation  of 
authority. 
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summary:  This  notice  delegates  from 
the  Secretary  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  to  the  Assistant  Secretary 
for  Community  Planning  and 
Development  the  power  and  authority  to 
administer  the  Shelter  Plus  Care 
Program  authorized  by  section  837  of  the 
National  Affordable  Housing  Act  (Pub. 

L.  101-625,  enacted  November  28, 1990), 
amending  Title  IV  of  the  Stewart  B. 
McKinney  Homeless  Assistance  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  11403)  by  adding  subtitle  F. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  12, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

James  N.  Forsberg,  Director,  Special 
Needs  Assistance  Program,  Office  of 
Community  Planning  and  Development, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  7th  Street,  SW.,  room 
7262,  Washington,  DC,  20410,  (202)  708- 
4300.  (This  is  not  a  toll-free  number.) 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
Shelter  Plus  Care  program  is  a  new 
program  authorized  by  section  837  of  the 
National  Affordable  Housing  Act  (Pub. 

L.  101-625,  enacted  November  28, 1990), 
amending  title  IV  of  the  Stewart  B. 
McKinney  Homeless  Assistance  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  11403)  by  adding  Subtitle  F,  to 
provide  rental  housing  assistance,  in 
connection  with  supportive  services 
funded  from  sources  other  than  this 
program,  to  homeless  persons  with 
disabilities  (primarily  persons  who  are 
seriously  mentally  ill,  have  chronic 
problems  with  alcohol,  drugs,  or  both;  or 
have  acquired  immunodehciency 
syndrome  and  related  diseases)  and 
their  families.  The  Notice  of  Program 
Guidelines  and  the  Notice  of  Funds 
Availability  (NOFA)  which  are 
applicable  to  the  competition  for  FY92 
funding  under  the  Shelter  Plus  Care 
Program  have  been  published  previously 
in  the  Federal  Register.  Under  this 
delegation  of  authority,  the  Secretary  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 
delegates  all  power  and  authority  with 
respect  to  the  Shelter  Plus  Care  Program 
to  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development. 

Section  A.  Authority  Delegated 

The  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
is  authorized  to  exercise  the  power  and 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  Housing 
and  Urban  Development  with  respect  to 
the  Shelter  Plus  Care  Program  as 
authorized  by  section  837  of  the 
National  Affordable  Housing  Act  (Pub. 
L.  101-625,  enacted  November  28, 1990), 
amending  Title  IV  of  the  Stewart  B. 
McKinney  Homeless  Assistance  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  11403)  by  adding  subtitle  F, 
except  as  indicated  in  section  B  below. 
This  includes  the  authority  to  issue  or 


waive  rules,  regulations  or  guidelines 
under  the  program. 

Section  B.  Authority  Excepted 

There  is  excepted  from  the  authority 
delegated  under  section  A  the  power  to 
sue  or  be  sued. 

Section  C.  Authority  to  Redelegate 

The  Assistant  Secretary  of 
Community  Planning  and  Development 
is  authorized  to  redelegate  to  employees 
of  the  Department  any  of  the  power  and 
authority  delegated  under  section  A  and 
not  excepted  under  Section  B  of  this 
delegation.  However,  the  authority  to 
issue  or  waive  rules,  regulations  and 
guidelines  under  the  Program  cannot  be 
redelegated. 

Authority:  Section  637  of  the  National 
Affordable  Housing  Act  (Pub.  L.  101-625, 
enacted  November  28, 1990),  amending  Title 
IV  of  the  Stewart  B.  McKinney  Homeless 
Assistance  Act  (42  U.S.C.  11403);  sec.  7(d), 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)). 

Dated:  March  12, 1992. 

Alfred  A.  DelliBovi, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6563  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4210-32-M 


Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Community  Planning  and 
Development 

[Docket  No.  N-92-1917;  FR-2934-N-70] 

Federal  Property  Suitable  as  Facilities 
to  Assist  the  Homeless 

agency:  OfHce  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Community  Planning  and 
Development,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  This  notice  identifies 
unutilized,  underutilized,  excess,  and 
surplus  Federal  property  reviewed  by 
HUD  for  suitability  for  possible  use  to 
assist  the  homeless. 

ADDRESSES:  For  further  information, 
contact  James  N,  Forsberg,  room  7262, 
Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development,  451  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20410;  telephone  (202) 
708-4300;  TDD  number  for  the  hearing- 
and  speech-impaired  (202)  708-2565 
(these  telephone  numbers  are  not  toll- 
free),  or  call  the  toll-free  Title  V 
information  line  at  1-800-927-7588. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  In 
accordance  with  56  FR  23789  (May  24. 
1991)  and  section  501  of  the  Stewart  B. 
McKinney  Homeless  Assistance  Act  (42 
U.S.C,  11411),  as  amended,  HUD  is 
publishing  this  notice  to  identify  Federal 
buildings  and  other  real  property  that 


HUD  has  reviewed  for  suitability  for  use 
to  assist  the  homeless.  The  properties 
were  reviewed  using  information 
provided  to  HUD  by  Federal 
landholding  agencies  regarding 
unutilized  and  underutilized  buildings 
and  real  property  controlled  by  such 
agencies  or  by  GSA  regarding  its 
inventory  of  excess  or  surplus  Federal 
property.  This  notice  is  also  published  in 
order  to  comply  with  the  December  12. 
1988  Court  Order  in  National  Coalition 
for  the  Homeless  v.  Veterans 
Administrtion,  No.  88-2503-OG  (D.D.C.). 

Properties  reviewed  are  listed  in  this 
notice  according  to  the  following 
categories:  Suitable/available,  suitable/ 
unavailable,  suitable/to  be  excess,  and 
unsuitable.  The  properties  listed  in  the 
three  suitable  categories  have  been 
reviewed  by  the  landholding  agencies, 
and  each  agency  has  transmitted  to 
HUD;  (1)  Its  intention  to  make  the 
property  available  for  use  to  assist  the 
homeless,  (2)  its  intention  to  declare  the 
property  excess  to  the  agency’s  needs, 
or  (3)  a  statement  of  the  reasons  that  the 
property  cannot  be  declared  excess  or 
made  available  for  use  as  facilities  to 
assist  the  homeless. 

Properties  listed  as  suitable/available 
will  be  available  exclusively  for 
homeless  use  for  a  period  of  60  days 
from  the  date  of  this  notice.  Homeless 
assistance  providers  interested  in  any 
such  property  should  send  a  written 
expression  of  interest  to  HHS, 
addressed  to  Judy  Breitman,  Division  of 
Health  Facilities  Planning,  U.S.  Public 
Health  Service,  HHS,  room  17A-10,  5600 
Fishers  Lane,  Rockville,  MD  20857;  (301) 
443-2265.  (This  is  not  a  toll-free 
number.)  HSS  will  mail  to  the  interested 
provider  an  application  packet,  which 
will  include  instructions  for  completing 
the  application.  In  order  to  maximize  the 
opportunity  to  utilize  a  suitable 
property,  providers  should  submit  their 
written  expressions  of  interest  as  soon 
as  possible.  For  complete  details 
concerning  the  processing  of 
applications,  the  reader  is  encouraged  to 
refer  to  the  interim  rule  governing  this 
program,  56  FR  23789  (May  24. 1991). 

For  properties  listed  as  suitable/to  be 
excess,  that  property  may,  if 
subsequently  accepted  as  excess  by 
GSA,  be  made  available  for  use  by  the 
homeless  in  accordance  with  applicable 
law,  subject  to  screen  for  other  Federal 
use.  At  the  appropriate  time,  HUD  will 
publish  the  property  in  a  Notice  showing 
it  as  either  suitable/available  or 
suitable/ unavailable. 

For  properties  listed  as  suitable/ 
unavailable,  the  landholding  agency  has 
decided  that  the  property  cannot  be 
declared  excess  or  made  available  for 
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use  to  assist  the  homeless,  and  the 
property  will  not  be  available. 

Properties  listed  as  unsuitable  will  not 
be  made  available  for  any  other  purpose 
for  20  days  from  the  date  of  this  notice. 
Homeless  assistance  providers 
interested  in  a  review  by  HUD  of  the 
determination  of  unsuitability  should 
call  the  toll  free  inforamtion  line  at  1- 
800-927-7588  for  detailed  instructions  or 
write  a  letter  to  James  N.  Forsberg  at  the 
address  listed  at  the  beginning  of  this 
Notice.  Included  in  the  request  for 
review  should  be  the  property  address 
(including  zip  code),  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register,  the 
landholding  agency,  and  the  property 
number. 

For  more  information  regarding 
particular  properties  identified  in  this 
Notice  [i.e.,  acreage,  floor  plan,  existing 
sanitary  facilities,  exact  street  address], 
providers  should  contact  the  appropriate 
landholding  agencies  at  the  following 
addresses:  U.S.  Army:  Robert  Conte, 
Dept,  of  Army,  Military  Facilities, 
DAEN-ZCI-P;  rm.  1E671,  Pentagon, 
Washington,  DC  20310-2600;  (202)  693- 
4583:  Corps  of  Engineers:  Gary  B. 
Paterson,  Chief,  Base  Realignment  and 
Closure  Office,  Directorate  of  Real 
Estate,  20  Massachusetts  Ave.,  NW.,  rm. 
4133,  Washington,  DC  20314-1000;  (202) 
272-0520;  GSA:  Ronald  Rice,  Federal 
Property  Resources  Services,  GSA,  18th 
and  F  Streets  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20405;  (202)  501-0067;  Dept,  of 
Transportation:  Ronald  D.  Keefer, 
Director,  Administrative  Services  & 
Property  Management,  DOT,  400 
Seventh  St.,  SW.,  room  10319, 
Washington,  DC  20590;  (202)  366-4246; 
(These  are  not  toll-free  numbers). 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

Paul  Roitman  Bardack, 

Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Economic 
Development. 

TITLE  V,  FEDERAL  SURPLUS  PROPERTY 
PROGRAM  FEDERAL  REGISTER  REPORT 
FOR  03/20/92 

California — Fort  Ord 

Fort  Ord  is  located  7  miles  north  of  the  City 
of  Monterey  and  120  miles  southeast  of  San 
Francisco.  California  93941-5000.  The 
installation  is  scheduled  for  closure  on  or 
about  September  1995.  Properties  shown 
below  are  suitable/available  will  be 
available  at  that  time.  The  Army  Corps  of 
Engineers  has  advised  HUD  that  some 
properties  may  be  available  for  interim  lease 
for  use  to  assist  the  homeless  prior  to  that 
date. 

The  installation  consists  of  approximately 
26.720  acres  and  14  million  square  feet  of 
permanent  facilities  that  have  been  reviewed 
by  HUD  for  suitability  for  use  to  assist  the 
homeless.  The  properties  that  HUD  has 
determined  suitable  and  which  are  available 
include  various  types  of  housing;  office  and 


administrative  buildings;  recreational, 
maintenance  and  storage  facilities;  and  other 
more  specialized  structures. 

For  speciHc  information  concerning  Fort 
Ord,  please  contact  Commander,  7th  ID, 

ATTN:  AFZW-RM  (LTC  Anderson).  Fort 
Ord.  California  93941-5000. 

Suitable /Available  Properties 

Property  Number.  329210039 

Type  Facility:  Housing — 1431  family  houses; 

majority  are  2-story. 

Property  Number  329210040 
Type  Facility;  Temporary  Living  Quarters — 
254  buildings;  wood,  concrete  and  concrete 
block  structures  including  barracks. 

Property  Number:  329210041 
Type  Facility:  Office/Administration — 311 
buildings;  wood,  concrete,  concrete  block 
and  steel  structures  including  personnel 
bldgs,  and  general  purpose  bldgs. 

Property  Number  329210042 
Type  Facility;  Recreation — 53  facilities 
including  bowling  center,  guest  houses, 
community  and  youth  centers,  library,  gym 
and  recreation  bldgs. 

Property  Number:  329210043 
Type  Facility:  Aircraft/Airport  Facilities — 18 
facilities  including  hangars,  runway, 
taxiways,  aprons,  Hre  station,  maintenance 
bldgs,  and  control  tower. 

Property  Number  329210044 
Type  Facility;  Maintenance/Engineering 
Facilities — 24  buildings;  wood,  concrete 
block  and  steel  structures. 

Property  Number  329210045 
Type  Facility:  Mess/Dining  Halls — 95 
buildings;  wood,  concrete  and  concrete 
block  dining  facilities. 

Property  Number:  329210046 
Type  Facility;  Child  Care — 7  buildings;  wood 
and  concrete  child  care  centers. 

Property  Number  329210047 
Type  Facility:  Stores  and  Services — 23 
buildings;  wood,  concrete,  concrete  block 
and  steel  structures  including  stores,  snack 
bars,  commissary  and  service  station 
exchange. 

Property  Number  329210048 
Type  Facility:  Hospital  Facilities — 10 
buildings;  wood,  concrete  and  concrete 
block  structures  including  a  hospital, 
clinics  and  vet.  facilities. 

Property  Number:  329210049 
Type  Facility:  Chapels — 10  buildings;  wood, 
concrete,  concrete  block  chapels  and 
chapel  center  facilities. 

Property  Number  329210050 
Type  Facility:  Fire  Facilities — 2  fire  stations. 
Property  Number  329210051 
Type  Facility:  Audio  Visual  Facilities — 8 
buildings;  wood,  concrete  and  steel 
structures  including  photo  labs  and  training 
centers. 

Property  Number  329210052 
Type  Facility:  Communications/Electronics 
Facilities — 6  buildings;  concrete  block  and 
steel  structures  including  a  communication 
center  and  radio  bldgs. 

Property  Number  329210053 
Type  Facility:  Warehouses— 224  buildings; 
wood,  concrete,  concrete  block  and  steel 


structures  including  storage  bldgs,  and 
sheds. 

Property  Number  329210054 
Type  Facility:  Vehicle  Shops — 84  buildings; 
wood,  concrete,  concrete  block  and  steel 
structures  including  maintenance  shops 
and  oil  storage  bldgs. 

Property  Number;  329210055 
Type  Facility:  Miscellaneous  Facilities— 440 
facilities  including  hdqts.  bldgs.,  reserve 
centers,  classrooms,  day  rooms,  roads, 
vehicle  parks  and  training  areas. 

Property  Number  329210056 
Type  Facility:  Multi-Purpose  Facilities — 27 
facilities. 

Property  Number  329210057 
Type  Facility:  Fuel  Facilities — 31  buildings; 
concrete,  concrete  block  and  steel 
structures  including  gas  station  bldgs. 
Property  Number  329210058 
Type  Facility:  Hazardous  Storage  Facilities — 
6  buildings;  concrete,  concrete  block  and 
steel  structures. 

Property  Number:  329210059 
Type  Facility:  Explosives/Munitions 
Facilities — 31  buildings;  concrete  and  steel 
structures  including  igloo  storages  and 
magazine  storages. 

Hawaii — Kapalama  Military  Reservation 
Phase  UI 

Kapalama  Military  Reservation  is  located 
in  the  Harbor  district  in  the  City  of  Honolulu. 
All  the  properties  will  be  excess  to  the  needs 
of  the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  on  or  about 
September  30, 1994.  Properties  shown  below 
as  suitable  will  be  available  at  that  time.  The 
Army  Corps  of  Engineers  has  advised  HUD 
that  some  properties  may  be  available  for 
interim  lease  for  use  to  assist  the  homeless 
prior  to  that  date. 

The  base  comprises  21.22  acres  and 
contains  nine  buildings  which  are  currently 
being  used  for  storage. 

Suitable/Available  Properties 
Property  Numbers:  329210003-329210011 
Type  Facility:  Nine  buildings  currently  used 
for  storage;  116  to  39854  sq.  ft.;  one  story 
wood  frame;  needs  minor  rehab. 

Massachusetts — Fort  Devens 
Fort  Devens  military  base  is  located  at  Fort 
Devens,  Massachusetts  01433-5000.  It  is 
approximately  45  miles  west  of  Boston.  All 
the  properties  will  be  excess  to  the  needs  of 
the  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  on  or  about 
October  31,1995.  Properties  shown  below  as 
suitable/available  will  be  available  at  that 
time.  The  Army  Corps  of  Engineers  has 
advised  HUD  that  some  properties  may  be 
available  for  interim  lease  for  use  to  assist 
the  homeless  prior  to  that  date. 

The  installation  covers  9,283  acres  and  has 
approximately  7.4  million  square  feet  of 
facilities.  The  properties  that  HUD  has 
determined  suitable  and  which  are  available 
include  ove  550  single  family  and  multifamily 
housing  units;  o^ce  and  administration 
buildings,  indoor  and  outdoor  recreational 
facilities;  warehouses  and  multi-use 
buildings;  hospital  facilities;  stores  and 
service  facilities;  dining  facilities;  a  chapel;  a 
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child  care  facility:  and  other  miscellaneous 
and  specialized  structures. 

For  specific  information  concerning  Fort 
Devens,  please  contact  Commander.  Fort 
Devens.  Attn:  AFZD-T  (Mr.  Carter  Hunt).  Fort 
Devens.  Massachusetts  01433-5000. 

Suitable/Available  Properties 
Property  Numben  329210012 
Type  Facility:  54  Office/Administration 
Buildings;  1.174  to  71.781  sq  ft.;  wood,  brick 
or  concrete  block  frame  including 
personnel  bldgs.,  general  purpose  and 
support  services  bldgs. 

Property  Numben  329210029 
Type  Facility:  404  Housing  units;  1,200  to 
4,380  sq.  ft.;  wood  or  brick  frame:  single 
and  duplex  residences,  multifamily 
residences — up  to  14  units  per  bldg. 

Property  Number.  329210015 
Type  Facility:  150  Temporary  Living 
Quarters:  1,028  to  19,120  sq.  ft.;  wood,  brick 
or  concrete  block  structures  including 
barracks. 

Property  Numben  329210013 
Type  Facility:  27  Recreational  Facilities;  155 
to  30,000  sq.  ft.;  wood,  brick,  steel  or 
concrete  block  construction  including  a 
gym,  library,  swimming  pool,  golf 
clubhouse,  and  bowling  center. 

Property  Numben  329210016,  329210025 
Type  Facility:  Aircraft /Fuel  Facilities — 7;  six 
gas  station  bldgs,  and  pump  stations;  wood, 
steel  or  concrete  block  structures. 

Property  Numben  329210017,  329210021 
Type  Facility:  Maintenance  Engineering/ 
Vehicle  Shops — 34  buildings;  120  to  20,310 
sq.  ft.;  wood,  brick,  steel  or  concrete  block 
b-ame  including  maintenance  shops, 
entomology  facility,  vehicle  maintenance 
bldgs.,  oil  storage  bldgs. 

Property  Number:  329210018 

Type  Facility:  11  Stores/ Service  Buildings; 

271  to  107,208  sq.  ft.;  wood,  concrete  block 
or  brick  frame  including  commissary,  sales 
store,  exchange  service  station,  exchange 
retail  stores. 

Property  Number:  329210019 
Type  Facility:  7  Hospital  Facilities;  493  to 
126,835  sq.  ft.;  wood  concrete,  concrete 
block  or  brick  frame  including  clinics, 
hospital,  veterinarian  facility,  and  dental 
clinic. 

Property  Number.  329210022 
Type  Facility:  4  Audio  Visual/Photo  Labs;  480 
to  10,612  sq.  ft.;  wood  or  concrete  block 
construction. 

Property  Number.  329210027 
Type  Facility:  24  Mess/Dining  Halls;  2,403  to 
2,717  sq.  ft.;  wood  frame. 

Property  Numben  329210024 
Type  Facility:  2  Communication  Buildings; 
1,322  to  1,749  sq.  ft4  concrete  block  or  brick 
frame;  communication  centers. 

Property  Number.  329210026 
Type  Facility:  92  Warehouses:  49  to  85,790  sq 
ft.;  wood,  concrete,  concrete  block  or  steel 
construction  including  sheds,  storehouse, 
medical  suppy,  vehicle  storage,  general 
purpose  bldgs. 

Property  Number.  329210014 
Type  Facility:  Child  Care  Facility;  6,012  sq.  ft.; 
wood  frame. 

Property  Numben  329210020 


Type  Facility;  Chapel;  22,250  sq.  ft.;  brick 
frame. 

Property  Numben  329210023 
Type  Facility:  8  Hazardous  Storage  Buildings; 
64  to  6,000  sq.  ft:  concrete,  steel  or  concrete 
block  structures  including  oxygen  storage 
facilities  and  flammable  materials  storage. 
Property  Numben  329210028 
Type  Facility:  172  Miscellaneous  Facilities; 

320  to  114,000  sq.  ft;  wood,  concrete  block, 
brick  or  steel  construction  including 
general  purpose  bldgs.,  training  facilities, 

RG  houses,  reserve  centers,  garages. 
Property  Numben  329210030 
Type  Facility:  4  Multi-purpose  buildings. 

Unsuitable  Properties 
Property  Numben  329210032 
Type  Facility:  3  Recreation  Facilities;  within 
2,000  feet  from  flammable  or  explosive 
material. 

Property  Numbers:  329210033,  329210038 
Type  Facility:  One  Temporary  Living 
Quarters  and  2  housing  residences;  within 
2,000  feet  from  flammable  or  explosive 
material. 

Property  Number:  329210031 
Type  Facility:  One  Office/ Administration 
Building;  within  2,000  feet  from  flammable 
or  explosive  material. 

Property  Numbers:  329210034,  329210037 
Type  Facility:  6  Miscellaneous  Buildings — 
including  stores,  service  facilities,  etc. 
Property  Numben  329210035 
Type  Facility:  One  Vehicle  Shop;  within  2,000 
feet  from  Rammable  explosive  material. 
Property  Numben  329210036 
Type  Facility:  One  Warhouse;  within  2,000 
feet  from  Rammable  explosive  material. 

Virginia — Harry  Diamond  Laboratories 
Harry  Diamond  Laboratories,  Woodbridge 
Facility  is  located  in  Prince  William  County, 
Virginia,  22191.  The  installation  is  scheduled 
for  closure  on  or  about  September  1994. 
Properties  shown  below  as  suitable/available 
will  be  available  at  that  time.  The  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers  has  advised  HUD  that 
some  properties  may  be  available  for  interim 
lease  for  use  to  assist  the  homeless  prior  to 
that  date. 

The  installation  consists  of  approximately 
76,000  square  feet  of  facilities  that  have  been 
reviewed  by  HUD  for  suitability  for  use  to 
assist  the  homeless.  The  properties  that  HUD 
has  determined  suitable  and  which  are 
available  include  a  warehouse, 
communications  facilities  and  miscellaneous 
facilities. 

For  specific  information  concerning  Harry 
Diamond  Laboratories,  please  contact 
Commander,  U.S.  Army  Laboratory 
Command,  ATTN:  AMSLC-MC  (Ms,  Ann 
Barnett),  2800  Powder  Mill  Road,  Adelphi, 
Maryland  20783-1145. 

Suitable/Available  Properties 
Property  Numben  329210060 
Type  Facility:  Communications/Electronics 
Facilities — 3  bride  structures. 

Property  Numben  329210061 
Type  Facility:  Warehouse — ^1  brick 
storehouse. 

Property  Number:  329210062 


Type  Facility:  Miscellaneous  Fadlities — 3 
facilities  including  roads  and  a  vehicle 
park. 

Property  Numben  329210063 
Type  Facility:  Multi-Purpose  Facilities — 2 
brick  structures  including  an  administrative 
building. 

Suitable/ Available  Properties 

Land  (by  State) 

Georgia 

Land — Fort  Gordon 

Between  Windermere  Dr.  ft  Wyevale  Rd. 
Augusta  Co:  Richmond  GA  30909- 
Landholding  Agency:  Army 
Property  Numben  219210382 
Status:  Unutilized 

Comment:  Approximately  .54  acres,  entire 
parcel  under  easement  to  State  Hwy.  Dept. 

Washington 

Land 

Goodnoe  Hills  Substation  ft  Wind  Study  Site 
Co:  Klickitat  WA  98620- 
Location;  15  mi  SE  of  Goldendale  on  S  side  of 
St.  Hwy.  122 

Landholding  Agency:  GSA 
Property  Number:  549210005 
Status:  Excess 

Comment:  123  acres  w/  a  20'x20'  visitors 
center  and  a  6'x6'  substation  bldg,  which 
has  secured  areas. 

GSA  Numben  9-B-WA-1017 

Suitable/Unavailable  Properties 

Land  (by  State) 

Guam 

Former  Navy  Seismograph  Site 
Nimitz  Hill 
Asan  GU 

Landholding  Agency;  GSA 
Property  Numben  549210017 
Status:  Excess 

Comment;  1.5  acres,  historic  property,  subjec 
to  easements. 

GSA  Number:  9-N-GU-415C 
190  acres — Submerged  Lands 
Located  offshore  of  Asan  Point 
Asan  GU 

Landholding  Agency:  GSA 
Property  Numben  549210018 
Status:  Excess 

Comment:  190  acres,  most  recent  use — naval 
waterway 

GSA  Number:  9-N-GU-436 
42  acres — Submerged  Land 
In  Agat  Bay 

Located  offshore  of  Apaca  Point 
Agat  GU 

Landholding  Agency:  GSA 
Property  Numben  549210019 
Status:  Excess 

Comment:  42  acres,  most  recent  use — naval 
waterway 

GSA  Numben  9-N-GU-426B 
Oregon 

83.0  Acre  Portion 
Tongue  Point  Job  Corps  Center 
Astoria  Co;  Clatsop  OR  97103- 
(.andholding  Agency:  GSA 
Property  Number:  549210006 
Status:  Excess 
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Comment:  83  acres,  bounded  on  S-sides  by 
the  Columbia  River,  mostly  wooded  and 
steeply  sloped,  environmentally  protected. 
GSA  Number;  9-L-OR-508L 

Unsuitable  Properties 

Buildings  (by  State) 

Alaska 
Bldg.  28 

USCC  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co:  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency;  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210126 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Within  airport  runway  clear  zone. 
Secured  Area 
Bldg.  24 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co:  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency:  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210127 

Status;  Excess 

Reason:  Within  airport  runway  clear  zone. 
Secured  Area,  Within  2000  ft.  of  flammable 
or  explosive  material 
Bldg.  19 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co;  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency:  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210128 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Within  airport  runway  clear  zone. 
Secured  Area,  Other 
Comment:  Extensive  deterioration 
Bldg.  94 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co:  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency:  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210129 

Status:  Excess 

Reason;  Secured  Area,  Other 
Comment;  Extensive  deterioration 
Bldg.  85 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co:  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency;  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210130 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Secured  Area,  Other 
Comment:  Extensive  deterioration 
Bldg.  30 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co;  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency:  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210131 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Secured  area.  Within  airport  runway 
clear  zone  GSA  Number:  10-U-AK-655T 
Bldg.  18 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co;  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency;  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210132 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Secured  Area,  Within  airport  runway 
clear  zone  GSA  Number  U-ALAS-655A 
Bldg.  A512 

USCG  Support  Center 

Kodiak  Co;  Kodiak  Island  AK  99619-5000 

Landholding  Agency;  DOT 

Property  Number;  879210133 

Status;  Excess 


Reason;  Secured  Area,  Within  airport  runway 
clear  zone.  Within  2000  ft.  of  flammable  or 
explosive  material 

California 

Bldg.  10,  USCG  Support  Center 

Coast  Guard  Island 

Alameda  Co:  Alameda  CA  94501-5100 

Landholding  Agency:  DOT 

Property  Number:  879210134 

Status:  Excess 

Reason:  Secured  Area 

Land  (by  State) 

Arizona 
11.217  Acre  Site 
Davis-Monthan  AFB 
Tucson  Co:  Pima  AZ  85707-5000 
Landholding  Agency:  GSA 
Property  Number:  549210020 
Status:  Excess 

Reason;  Floodway  GSA  Number;  9-GRl-AZ- 
437HHH.  9-GR2-AZ-437Y 

[FR  Doc.  92-6301  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4210-2S-M 

Office  of  the  Assistant  Secretary  for 
Housing— Federai  Housing 
Commissioner 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3385;  FR-3149-C-02] 

Fund  Avaiiabiiity  (NOFA)  for 
Supportive  Housing  for  the  Eideriy, 
Fund  Avaiiabiiity  for  FY  92;  Correction 

agency:  OflTice  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  HUD. 
action:  Notice  of  fund  availability  for 
FY  92;  correction. 

summary:  On  March  6, 1992  (57  FR 
8218),  the  Department  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  a  NOFA  that 
announced  HUD‘s  funding  for 
supportive  housing  for  the  elderly.  The 
chart  titled.  Fiscal  Year  1992  Allocations 
for  Supportive  Housing  for  the  Elderly, 
erroneously  listed  the  Nonmetropolitan 
Units  for  Region  3  to  be  730.  The 
purpose  of  this  document  is  to  correct 
that  chart  by  indicating  that  the  correct 
number  of  Nonmetropolitan  Units  for 
Region  3  is  130. 

DATES:  The  deadline  date  for  receipt  of 
applications  in  response  to  this  NOFA  is 
June  3, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Applications  must  be 
delivered  to  the  HUD  Field  Office  for 
your  jurisdiction.  HUD  will  date  and 
time  stamp  incoming  applications  to 
evidence  timely  receipt,  and  upon 
request,  provide  the  applicant  with  an 
acknowledgement  of  receipt. 
Applications  submitted  by  facsimile  are 
not  acceptable. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

The  HUD  Field  Office  for  your 
jurisdiction. 


SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Accordingly,  the  following  correction  is 
made  to  FR  Doc.  92-5233,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  on  Friday,  March  6, 
1992  (57  FR  8218),  to  read  as  fqllows: 

On  page  8218,  at  the  bottom  of  the 
page,  under  paragraph  B.  Allocation 
Amounts,  in  the  chart  titled,  FISCAL 
YEAR  1992  ALLOCATIONS  FOR 
SUPPORTIVE  HOUSING  FOR  THE 
ELDERLY,  correct  the  Nonmetropolitan 
Units  for  Region  3  to  read  "130”  instead 
of  “730". 

Authority:  Section  202,  Housing  Act  of 
1959,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1701q),  section 
7(d],  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  (42  U.S.C.  3535(d)l. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Grady ).  Norris, 

Assistant  General  Counsel  for  Regulations. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6562  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 

BILLING  CODE  4210-27-M 


[Docket  No.  N-92-3242;  FR-2997-N-02I 

Funding  Avaiiabiiity;  Housing 
Counseling:  Announcement  of  Funding 
Awards 

agency:  OfHce  of  the  Assistant 
Secretary  for  Housing — Federal  Housing 
Commissioner,  HUD. 

ACTION:  Announcement  of  funding 
awards. 

SUMMARY:  In  accordance  with  section 
102(a)(4)(C)  of  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Reform  Act  of  1989,  this  announcement 
notifies  the  public  of  funding  decisions 
made  by  the  Department  under  HDD’s 
Housing  Counseling  Program  for  Fiscal 
Year  1991.  The  announcement  contains 
the  names  and  addresses  of  the  award 
winners  and  the  amounts  of  the  awards. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Thomas  Miles,  Program  Advisor,  Single 
Family  Servicing  Division,  Department 
of  Housing  and  Urban  Development, 
room  9178,  451  Seventh  Street,  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20410,  telephone  (202) 
708-1672  or  (202)  708-4594  (TDD).  (These 
are  not  toll-free  numbers.) 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Section 
106  of  the  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act  of  1968  (section  106) 
authorizes  HUD  to  provide  a  program  of 
housing  counseling  services  to 
designated  homeowners  and  tenants. 
The  program  authorized  by  section  106 
(Housing  Counseling  Program)  is  divided 
into  two  components:  the  housing 
counseling  services  provided  under 
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section  106(a),  and  those  provided  under 
section  106(c). 

Under  the  Housing  Counseling 
Program,  HUD  contracts  with  public  or 
private  organizations  to  provide  the 
housing  counseling  services  authorized 
by  section  106.  When  the  Congress 
makes  funds  available  to  assist  the 
Housing  Counseling  Program,  HUD 
announces  the  availability  of  these 
funds,  and  invites  applications  from 
eligible  agencies  (i.e.  HUD-approved 
counseling  agencies),  through  a  notice  of 
funding  availability  (NOFA)  published 
in  the  Federal  Register. 

In  a  NOFA  published  on  April  30, 1991 
(56  FR  19902),  HUD  announced  that  a 
total  amount  of  $8,000,000  was 
appropriated  for  housing  counseling  by 
the  HUD  Appropriations  Act  of  1991.  Of 
this  amount,  the  National  Affordable 
Housing  Act  of  1990  authorized  up  to 


$2,000,000  of  the  total  appropriated 
amount  to  be  used  by  HUD  for  the 
establishment  of  a  toll-free  telephone 
number  through  which  interested  parties 
may  obtain  lists  of  housing  counseling 
agencies.  (This  toll-free  number  was 
announced  in  a  notice  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  on  December  12, 1991, 
56  FR  64724.)  Of  the  remaining  $6,000,000 
available  for  counseling  activities,  HUD 
set  aside  $425,000  to  help  resolve  two 
litigation  matters  that  involved  housing 
counseling;  and  announced  the 
availability  of  $5,575,000  in  FY  1991 
funds  for  the  counseling  services 
specified  in  section  106. 

In  accordance  with  section 
102(a)(4)(C)  of  the  Department  of 
Housing  and  Urban  Development 
Reform  Act  of  1989,  the  Department  is 
publishing  the  names,  addresses  and  the 
amounts  of  the  awards  made  under  the 


Housing  Counseling  Program  for  FY 
1991.  This  information  is  provided  in 
appendix  A  to  this  document.  The  total 
amount  of  the  awards  equaled 
$6,465,480.  The  difference  between  the 
amount  awarded  and  the  amount 
announced  as  available  in  the  April  30, 
1991  NOFA  results  from  the  fact  that 
HUD  did  not  use  the  full  amount  of  the 
$2,000,000  authorized  for  the  toll-free 
telephone  number,  or  the  full  amount  of 
the  $425,000  set  aside  for  two  litigation 
matters.  Accordingly,  HUD  was  able  to 
make  available  the  fimds  remaining 
from  these  matters  to  HUD-approved 
counseling  agencies  for  the  counseling 
activities  provided  under  section  106. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

Arthur ).  Hill, 

Assistant  Secretary  for  Housing — Federal 
Housing  Commissioner. 


Housing  Counseling  Agencies  Receiving  Grants  in  FY  1991 


Region  1: 

City  of  Lynn,  City  Hall.  Room  315,  Lynn.  MA  01901 . . 

Blackstone  Valley  Community  Action  Program.  129  School  St.  Pawtucket  Rl  02860 _ 

Central  Maine  Area  Agency  on  Aging,  P.O.  Box  248,  Gardiner,  ME  04345 . 

Urban  League  of  Rhode  Island,  246  Prairie  Ave.,  Providence,  Rl  02905 . . . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  151  New  Park  Ave.,  Hartford.  CT  06106 _ _ 

Housing  Allowance  Project,  322  Main  Street  Springfield,  MA  01105 . . 

Rural  Housing  Improvement  Inc.,  218  Central  St,  Wincherxlon,  MA  01475 . . . 

Construct  Inc..  144  Main  Street  Great  Barrington,  MA  01230 . . . . . . 

Urban  League  of  Greater  Hartford.  1229  Albany  Ave.,  Hartford.  CT  06112 . . . . 

Region  2: 

Housing  Assistance  Program  of  Essex  County,  Church  St,  Elizabethtown.  NY  12932 _ _ 

Bellport,  Hagerman,  E.  Patchogue  Alliance.  1731  Montauk  Hwy,  Bellpoft  NY  11713 . . 

Bayonne  Economic  Opportunity  Foundation,  555  Kennedy  Blvd.,  Bayonne,  NJ  07002 . . 

Ocean  Community  Economic  Action  Now.  P.O.  Box  1029,  Toms  River,  NH  08753 . . . 

Albany  County  Rural  Housing  Alliance.  34  Main  St..  Voorheesville,  NY  12186 . . . 

Check  Mate,  Inc.,  649  Mattison  Ave.,  Asbury  Park,  NJ  07712 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service.  120  E.  Washington  St,  Syracuse,  NY  13202 . . . . . 

Better  Neighborhoods,  986  Albany  St.,  Schenectady,  NY  12307 . . . . 

Cathokc  Charities.  540-550  Route  #22  E.,  Bridgewater,  NJ  08807 . . . . . . 

Cayuga  County  Homesite  Development  60  Qark  St..  Auburn,  NY  13021 . 

Senior  Citizens  United  Community  Serv.,  146  Black  Horse  Pike,  Mt.  Ephraim,  NJ  08059 . 

Housing  Coalition  of  Middlesex  County,  9  Elm  Row,  New  Brunswick,  NJ  08901 . . . 

Metro  tnterfaith  Services.  21  New  St.,  Binghamton.  NY  13903 . . . . . . . . . 

Housirrg  Coundl  in  the  Monroe  County  Area,  242  Andrews  St,  Rochester,  NY  14604 . . . . 

Family  Service  Association  of  Nassau  County,  336  Fulton  Ave.,  Hempstead,  NY  11550 . 

Rerrsselaer  County  Community  Restoration  Board,  P.O.  Box  244,  Rensselaer.  NY  12144 . 

Jersey  Counseling  &  Housing  Development.  1840  S.  Broadway.  Camden,  NJ  08104 . . 

Urban  League  of  Bergen  County,  106  W.  Palisade  Ave.,  Englewood,  NJ  07631 . 

Morris  County  Fair  Housing  Counsel.  19  Market  St..  Morristown.  NJ  07960 . 

Lewis  County  Opportunities.  P.O.  Box  111,  New  Bremen,  NY  13367 . . 

Stoneleigh  Housing,  Inc.,  120  E.  Center  St,  Canastota,  NY  13032 . . . 

Urban  League  of  Onondaga  County,  505  E.  Fayette  St.,  Syracuse.  NY  13202 . . 

Monmouth  County  Board  of  Chosen  Freeholders.  P.O.  Box  1255,  Freehold.  NJ  07728 . 

Urban  League  of  Union  County,  272  N.  Broad  St.  Elizabeth.  NJ  07208 . 

Middlesex  County  Econ.  Oppor.,  841  Georges  Rd..  2nd  Fir.,  N.  Bnjnswick,  NJ  08902 . 

United  Tenants  of  Albany,  33  Clinton  Ave.,  Albany.  NY  12207 . 

Paterson  Task  Force  for  Community  Action.  155  Ellison  St,  Paterson,  NJ  07505 . . . . 

The  Home  Partnership,  450  7th  St..  Hoboken.  NJ  07030 . . . . . 

Troy  Rehabilitation  and  Improvement  Program,  P.O.  Box  1249,  Troy.  NY  12181 . 

Housing  Assistance  Center  of  Niagara.  1233  Main  St..  Buffalo.  NY  14209 . 

Atlantic  Human  Resources,  10  So.  Tennessee  Ave.,  Atlantic  City,  NJ  08401 _ _ _ 

Urban  League  of  Essex  County.  3  William  St.  Suite  300,  Newark,  NJ  07102 . . . . . . 

Housing  Development  CouncM  of  Orleans  County.  109  N.  Main  St.,  Albion,  NY  14411 _ _ 

Long  Island  Housing  Services,  1747-42a  Veterans  Memorial  Highway,  Aslandia,  NY . . 

Region  3: 

Criss-Cross,  Inc.,  166  Washington  Ave.,  Clarksburg,  WV  26301 . . 

Community  Housing  Inc.,  613  Washington  St..  Wilmington.  DE  19801 _ _ _ 

Community  Assistance  Network,  7701  Dunmanway  Road,  Baltimore.  MD  21222 _ 

University  Legal  Services.  324  •><"  St.  NE.  Washington.  DC  20002 . . . 

Prince  William  Coop  Extension,  8805  Sudley  Rd..  Suite  200,  Manassas,  VA  22110 . . . . 


Grant  vnount 


$6,790.00 

4,370.00 

3,500.00 

9,275.00 

10,000.00 

10,465.00 

10,000.00 

2,100.00 

10,000.00 

6.125.00 

5,005.00 

15,085.00 

8,750.00 

6,300.00 

8.750.00 

8,750.00 

22.750.00 

5,320.00 

5,005.00 

9,905.00 

8,750.00 

23,310.00 

38,920.00 

9,975.00 

10,430.00 

37,275.00 

25,095.00 

14,875.00 

7,000.00 

4,970.00 

8,750.00 

38,920.00 

8,750.00 

8,750.00 

6,125.00 

16,135.00 

24.850.00 

8.960.00 

37.590.00 

4,970.00 

27,265.00 

8,750.00 

26,565.00 

8,750.00 

19J250.00 

15,750.00 

39,970.00 

15,750.00 
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Housing  Ck)UN8ELiN6  Agenqes  Receiving  Grants  in  FY  1991— ContinuecI 


Warren-Forest  Countys  Economic  Opportunity,  PO.  Box  547,  Warren,  PA  16365 . . . 

Elder-ado,  Inc.,  320  Brownsville  Rd.,  Pittsburg,  PA  15210 . . . . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  P.O.  Box  6282,  Bhrefieid,  WV  24701 . 

Urt>an  League  of  Pittsburgh,  304  Ross  SL,  6th  Floor,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15219 . . . . . . 

Sussex  County  CorrHnunity  Action  Agency,  310  N.  Railroad  Ave.,  Georgetown,  OE  19947 . . . . . . . . 

Housing  Council  of  York,  1 16  N.  George  St,  YorK  PA  17401 . 

Newport  News  Office  of  Human  Affairs,  P.O.  Box  37,  Newport  News,  VA  23607 . . . . . 

Urban  League  of  Philadelphia.  4601  Market  St,  Suite  2  South,  Philadelphia,  PA  19139 . . . . . 

Center  for  Independent  Living,  7110  Penn  Ave.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15208 . . . 

Housing  Opportunities  Inc.,  133  7th  St,  McKeesport  PA  15134 . . . 

Commission  on  Economic  Opportunity.  211-213  S.  Main  St,  WHkes-Barre,  PA  18701 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  P.O.  Box  3720,  Charleston,  WV  25301  . . . 

Far  South  East  Community  Organization,  2041  M.L  King  Ave.,  SE,  Washington,  DC  20020 . . . 

United  Communities  Agair^  Poverty,  1400  Doewood  Larte,  C^oi  Heights,  MO  20743 . — - - - - 

Family  Service  Irw.,  1304  E.  5th  Ave.,  Huntington,  WV  25701 . . . 

Community  Resources  for  Independence,  2222  FHmore  Ave.,  Erie,  PA  16506 . . . 

Housing  Association  of  Delaware  Valley,  1314  ChestrHit  St,  Philadelphia,  PA  19107 . . . . . . . 

Conautner  Credit  Counseling  Service,  51  11th  St,  Wheeling,  WV  26003 . . . . 

Bayfront  NATO  Irw.,  312  ChestrHit  St,  Erie,  PA  16507 . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Garfieid  Jubilee  Association.  5138  Perai  Ave.,  Pittsburgh,  PA  15224 . . . . . . 

Near  NE  Community  Improvement  Corp.,  1326  Florida  Ave.,  NE,  Washington,  DC  20062 . . . . . . 

Berks  Community  Action  Program,  227-229  N.  5th  St,  Reading,  PA  19601 . . . . . . 

SE  TKfewater  Opportunity  Protect  P  O.  Box  1078,  Norfolk,  VA  23510 . . - . 

Houamg  Opportunities  Made  Equ^,  1216  N.  Carry  St,  RichmorKf,  VA  23220 . . . . . 

Housing  Counseling  Service,  2430  Ontario  Rd.,  NW,  Washington,  DC  20009 . . . . . 

Phil.  Council  for  Commun.  Advan.,  100  N.  17th  St,  Suite  600,  Philadelphia,  PA  19102 . . . . . . . 

MAC,  Inc.,  Area  Agency  on  Aging,  1504  Riverside  Rd.,  Salisbury,  MD  21801 . . . . . . 

Housing  Opportunities  Comm^sion,  10400  Detrick  Ave.,  Kensington,  MD  20895 . — 

Neighborhood  House.Inc.,  601  New  Castle  Ave.,  Wilmirigton,  DE  19801 . . . . . 

Washington/Greene  Community  Action  Group,  315  N.  Hallam  St,  Washington,  PA,  15301 . . . 

Fayette  County  Community  Action  Agency,  137  N.  Beeson  Ave.,  Uniontown,  PA  15401 . . . — . 

Harford  County,  P.H.A..  15  S.  Main  St.,  Suite  106,  Bel  Air,  MD  21014 . . . 

Philadelphia  Housing  Devel.,  1234  Market  St,  10th  Fir.,  Philadelphia.  PA  19107 . . . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  3671  Crescent  Court  E.,  WhitehaH,  PA  18052 . . . . — 

St  Ambrose  Housing  Aid  Center.  321  E.  25th  St,  Baltimore,  MD  21218 . . . . . . 

DC  Housing  FinarKe  AgeiKy,  275  "K"  St,  Washington,  DC . . . . 

Shore  Up  Inc.,  520  Snowhill  Road.  Salisbury,  MD  21801 . . . . . . . . . — . 

Tabor  Community  Services,  439  E.  King  St,  Lancaster,  PA  17602 . - . — 

Monticello  Area  Community  Action  AgerKy,  215  E.  High  St.,  Charlottesville,  VA  22901 . . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Serv.,  2715  Murdock  Ave.,  R4,  Parkersburg,  WV  26101 . . 

Booker  T.  Washington  Center,  1720  Holland  St,  Erie,  PA  16503 . . 

Marshall  Heights  Community  Development  3917  Minnesota  Ave.,  NE,  Washington,  DC  20019 . . — 

Region  4: 

Tenant  Services  and  Housing  CourtseKng  Inc.,  200  E.  Main  St,  Lexington,  KY  40507 . 

MS  Division  of  Aging  and  AdiHt  Service,  421  W.  Pascagoula,  Jackson,  MS  39203 . - . 

Louisville  Urban  League,  1535  W.  Broadway,  Louisville,  KY  40203 . - . . . ...... 

CAA  of  North  Central  Alabama,  107  2nd  Ave.  NE,  Decatur,  AL  35602 . . . 

Knoxville  Area  Urban  League,  2416  Magnolia  Ave.,  Knoxville,  TN  37901 . - . 

Broward  County  Housing  Autfxxity,  1773  N.  State  Road  #7,  Lauderhill,  FL  33313 . . . - . 

Joint  Orange-Chatham  Comm.  Action,  105  W.  Chatham  St,  Pittsboro,  NC  27312 . — . - . - . 

Trident  United  Way,  32  Ann  Street  Charleston,  SC  29401 . . . . . 

Johnston  Lee  Cornmunity  Action,  1102  Massey  St.,  Smithfiekf,  NC  27577 . .'. . - . - . 

Tallahassee  Housing  Counseling,  923  Old  Bainbrid^  Rd.,  Tallahassee,  FL  32301 . . . - . — . - . 

Jefferson  County  Homoownership  Program,  810  Barret  Ave.,  Louisville,  KY  40204 . . . . - . 

Metro  Fair  Housing  Serv.,  1083  Aastin  Ave.,  N.E.,  Atlanta,  GA  30307 . . 

Target  Community  Association,  1233  E.  College,  Pulaski,  TN  38478 . 

Housing  Authority  of  Auburn,  931  Booker  St,  Auburn,  AL  36830 . — . 

Consumer  Credit  Courtsel.,  50  S.  Frerxih  Broad  Ave.,  Suite  236,  Asheville,  NC  28801 _ _ _ _ 

Spectrum  Institute,  1108  Woodrow  St,  Columbia,  SC  29205 . 

Metropolitan  Social  Services,  25  Middleton  St.,  Nashville,  TN  37210 . . . . . - . 

Housing  Authority  of  Montgomery,  1020  BeH  St.,  Montgomery,  AL  36197 . - . - . 

North  Carolina  Client  Councils,  216  Church  St,  Smithfield,  NC  27577 . . . . 

Savannah  Chatham  County  EGA,  618  W.  Anderson  St,  Savannah,  GA  31402 . - . 

The  Atlanta  Urban  League,  100  Edgewood  Ave.,  Suite  600,  Atlanta,  GA  30303 . . . 

Hope,  Irx:.,  1501  Herman  St,  Suite  S,  Nashville,  TN  37208 . . . - . - . 

Jacksonville  Urban  League,  223  W.  Duvall  St,  14th  Fir,  Jacksonville,  FL  32202 . . . . . 

Human  Resources  Development  Corp.,  Route  5,  Box  139,  Suite  A,  Enterprise,  AL  36331 . . . 

Housing  Authority  of  Birmingham,  1826  3rd  Ave.  S,  Birmmgham,  AL  35233 . - . 

Housmg  Opportunities  Corp.,  147  Jefferson  Ave.,  Suite  800,  Memphis,  TN  38103 . - . . . 

Irrstituto  Portcerto  Del  Hogar,  Calle  Sol.  Esq.  Capitan  Correa,  Portce,  PR  00733 . . . 

CCC  Service  of  Palm  Beach  County,  224  Datura  St,  Suite  205,  W.  Palm  Beach,  FL  33401 . 

Hillsborough  County,  9260  Bay  Plaza  Blvd.,  Suite  510,  Tampa.  FL  33619 . . . 

Mobile  Housing  Board,  151  S.  Clairbome  Mobile,  AL  36633 . . . . . . . 

HEED.  3405  Medgar  Evars  Bhrd.,  Jackson,  MS  39213 . - . - . - . — 

Mid-East  Comm.  Area  Agertcy  on  Aging,  1  Harding  Sq.,  Washington,  NC  27889 . . . 

Gulf  Coast  Community  Action  Agency,  500  24th  St,  Gulfport,  MS  39501 . . . . 

Palmetto  Legal  Servk^,  2109  Bull  Street  Columbia.  SC  29202„ . . . - - - - - 

Metro  Columbus  Urban  League,  802  First  Ave.,  Columbus,  GA  31901 . . . . . . — - 

Greenville  Urban  League,  15  RegerKy  Hill  Dr.,  Greenville,  SC  29603 . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counselmg  Service,  1900  N.  MiNs  Ave.,  Suite  5,  Orlando,  FL  32803 . . . . . 


Grant  amount 


4,900.00 

14,000.00 

8,750.00 

15.750.00 

10,500.00 

10,500.00 

19,250.00 

5,250.00 

9,625.00 

24,990.00 

4.900.00 

14,980.00 

9,625.00 

10,500.00 

11,620.00 

5,250.00 

2,030.00 

24,500.00 

4,375.00 

6,775.00 

3,500.00 

7,000.00 

9,625.00 

24,500.00 

21,000.00 

24,500.00 

5,075.00 

8,750.00 

8,750.00 

3,500.00 

5,250.00 

14,000.00 

10.500.00 

4,900.00 

28,000.00 

24,500.00 

15,750.00 

21,000.00 

8,750.00 

17,500.00 

5,250.00 

9,625.00 

15,015.00 

3,500.00 

29,995.00 

23,555.00 

39.970.00 

40.005.00 

14,980.00 

26,250.00 

24,990.00 

12,600.00 

19,985.00 

9,975.00 

9,975.00 

14,980.00 

9.975.00 

24,990.00 

39,970.00 

14,980.00 

19,965.00 

49,980.00 

4,970.00 

24,990.00 

14,526.00 

7,000.00 

39,970.00 

22,995.00 

24,990.00 

42,980.00 

19,985.00 

49,000.00 

39,220.00 

19,985.00 

9,975.00 

19,985.00 

8,750.00 

29,995.00 

64,995.00 
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Grant  amount 


Family  Housing  Services,  910  N.  Alexander  St..  Charlotte,  NC  28206 . 

CAA  of  Calhoun,  Clebume  &  Cherokee,  1702  Noble  St..  Anniston,  AL  36202 . 

E.  Tenn.  Human  Resource  Agency,  408  N.  Cedar  Bluff  Rd.,  Rm  400,  Knoxville,  TN  37923 . 

Community  Service  Programs  of  Western  Alabama.  601  17th  St,  Tuscaloosa,  AL  35401 . 

Douglas-Cherokee  Economic  Authority,  525  E  1st  North  St.,  Morristown.  TN  37814 . 

Metropolitan  Development  and  Housing  Agency,  701  S.  6th  St.  Nashville,  TN  37201 . 

Chattanooga  Department  of  Human  Services,  501  12th  St.  W.,  Chattarrooga,  TN  37402 . 

Coastal  Plains  Area  Economic  Opportunity,  1126  W.  Gordon  St,  Valdosta.  GA  31603 . 

Dekalb/Fulton  Housing  Counseling  Center.  3471  Memorial  Dr.,  Decatur,  GA  30032 . 

Aiken/Bamwell  Counties  CAA,  IrK.,  291  Beaufort  St.,  Aiken,  SC  29801 . 

Cumberland  County  Community  Action,  328  Gillespie  St,  Fayetteville,  NC  28301 . 

City  of  Tampa/Community  Redevel.  Agency,  1310  9th  Ave.,  Tampa,  FL  33605 . 

Co^mer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  13014  N.E.  6th  Ave.,  North  Mianti,  FL  33161 . 

Nashville  Urban  League,  Mr.  Joseph  Carroll,  1219  9th  Ave.  N.,  Nashville,  TN  37208 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Serv.,  926  Brookston  Ave.,  Winston-Salem,  NC  27101 . 

Qtizens  for  Affordable  Housir)g,  1719  West  End  Ave.,  Suite  225,  Nashville,  TN  37203 . 

PEE  DEE  Community  Actions,  Irrc.,  2685  S.  Irby  St,  Florence,  SC  29501 . 

Manatee  Opportunity  Council.  236  9th  Ave.  W.,  Bradenton,  FL  34205 . 

CAA  of  Northwest  Alabama,  502  E.  College  St.,  Florence,  AL  35630 . 

American  Red  Cross  (ACCEPT),  Inc.,  510  E.  Chestnut  St,  Louisville,  KY  40202 . 

Agriculture  and  Labor  Program,  Inc.,  7301  Lynchburg  Rd.,  Winter  Haven,  FL  33881 . 

Birmingham  Urban  League,  1717  4th  Ave.  N..  Birmingham.  AL  35202 . 

Piedmont  Legal  Services,  148  East  Main  St.,  Spartanburg,  SC  29301 . 

NW  Piedmont  Council  of  Government,  280  S.  Liberty  St..  Winston-Salem.  NC  27101 . 

Northern  Kemucky  Community  Center,  824  Greenup  St.,  Covington,  KY  41011 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counsel/Greater  Knoxville,  1012  HeiskeH  Ave.,  Knoxville,  TN  37921 . 

Memphis  Urban  League,  2279  Lamar  Ave.,  Memphis,  TN  36114 . 

Isothermal  Planning  and  Developmerrt  Div.,  101  W.  Court  St.,  Rutherfordton,  NC  28139 . 

Athens-Clarke  Co.  Unified  Government,  155  E.  Washington  St,  Athens,  GA  30601 . 

Middle  Georgia  Community  Action  Agency,  708  Elberta  Rd.,  Warner  Robins,  GA  31099 . 

Brighton  Center,  Inc.,  7th  and  Park  Sts.,  Newport,  KY  41071 . 

Chesterfield-Marlboro  Economic  Opportunity,  71  2nd  St.,  Cheraw,  SC  29520 . . 

Ceiba  Housing  and  Ecorxxnic  Developmerrt  Corp.  252  Lauro  Pinero  Ave.,  Ceiba,  PR  00636 

Carolina  Regional  Legal  Services,  279  W.  Evans  St,  Florence.  SC  29501 . 

CCCS,  Family  Service  Center,  1800  Main  St,  Columbia,  SC  29202 . 

West  Tennessee  Legal  Services,  210  W.  Main  St,  Jackson,  TN  38302 . 

Upper  East  Tennessee  Human  Development  Agency,  301  Louis  St,  Kingsport,  TN  37662... 

Region  5: 

Credit  Counseling  Centers,  Inc.,  27780  Novi  Road,  Suite  250,  Novi,  Ml  48050 . 

Housing  Assistance  Office,  P.O.  Box  1448,  South  Bend,  IN  46634 . . . 

Springfield  Fair  Housing  Brard,  227  S.  7th  Street,  Suite  204,  Springfield,  IL  62701 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  1111  3rd  Ave.  S.,  Suite  336,  Minneapolis,  MN  55404. 

Racine/ Kenosha  Community  Action,  72  7th  St.,  Racine,  Wl  53403 . 

Lutheran  Housing  (Corporation,  4208  Prospect  Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH  44103 . 

Senior  Housing  Inc.,  1885  University  Ave.,  Suite  190,  St.  Paul,  MN  55104 . 

Consumer  Oedit  CourrseHng  Service,  363  S.  Main  St.,  Suite  205,  Decatur,  IL  62523 . 

Spanish  Coalition  for  Housing.  3439  W.  North  Ave.,  Chicago,  IL  60647 . 

(Consumer  (Credit  (Counsefci^  Service,  697  E.  Broad  St..  (Columbus.  OH  43215 . 

Hammond  Housing  Authority,  7329  (Columbia  (Circle  West,  Hammond.  IN  46324 . 

(Catholic  CCharitios,  225  Elm  St..  Youngstown,  OH  44503 . 

Detroit  Non-Profit  Housing  (Corp.,  1200  6th  St,  Suite  404,  Detroit,  Ml  48226 . 

Madison  (County  Urban  League,  210  William  St..  Alton,  IL  62002 . 

Portsmouth  Inner  (City  Development  (Corp.,  1206  Waller  St..  Portsmouth.  (CH  45662 . 

Marion-Oawford  (Cornmunity  Action  (Commission,  240  E.  Church  St..  Mariorr,  OH  43302 . 

Housing  Resource  (Center,  300  N.  Washington  Square,  Suite  302,  Lansing,  Ml  48933 . 

Anderson  Housing  Authority.  528  W.  11th  St.  Anderson,  IN  46016 . 

(Community  Action  Inc.,  2300  Kellogg  Ave.,  Janesville.  Wl  53546 . . 

Michigan  Housing  Counselors,  237  S.  Gratiot,  Mount  Clemens.  Ml  48043 . . 

Regiorral  Housing  (Center,  P.O.  Box  7050,  Columbus,  OH  43205 . 

Housing  Authority  of  ttie  City  of  Fort  Wayne,  P.O.  Box  13489,  Fort  Wayne,  IN  46869 . 

Near  West  Side  Mult-Service  (Corp.,  4115  Bridge  Ave.,  Cleveland,  OH  44113 . 

(CONSON,  90  E.  (Coodale  St.,  (Columbus.  OH  43215 . 

R.E.A.L.  Services,  622  N.  Michigan,  South  Berxl,  IN  46634 . 

Urban  League  of  Greater  (Cleveland,  12001  Shaker  Blvd.,  Cleveland.  OH  44120 . 

NW  Michigan  Human  Service  Agency,  3963  Three  Mile  Rd.,  Traverse  (City,  Ml  49684 . 

(Community  Advocates,  4906  W.  Fond  Du  Lac.  Milwaukee,  Wl  53216 . 

Hoosier  Uplands  Economic  Development  Corp.,  521  W.  Main  St,  Mitchell,  IN  47446 . 

Lake  (County  (Commurtity  Action  Project,  106  S.  Sheridan  Rd.,  Waukegan,  IL  60085 . 

Westside  (Cwservaton  (Corp.,  3209  W.  Highland  Blvd.,  Milwaukee,  Wl  53208 . 

TULC  Non-Profit  Housing  Corp.,  3901  Grand  River,  Detroit  Ml  48208 . 

(Community  &  Ecornimic  Development  Assoc.,  224  N.  Des  Plaines  St,  Chicago,  IL  60661 ... 

Lake  (County,  2293  N.  Main  St..  (Crown  Point.  IN  46307 . 

Human  De>^opment  (Commission,  429  Montague  Ave.,  (Caro,  Ml  48723 . 

(Chicago  Urban  League.  4510  S.  Michigan  Ave.,  Chicago.  IL  60653 . 

Chicago  Roseland  (Coalition  for  (Community  (Corrtrol.  IL . 

Pilot  (City  Regional  (Center,  1315  Penn  Ave.  North,  Minneapolis,  MN  55411 . 

Walker’s  Point  Development  (Corp.,  734  S.  5th  St..  Milwaukee.  Wl  53204 . 

Family  Service  Agency,  535  Marmion  Ave.,  Youngstown,  OH  44502 . 

Urban  League  of  NW  Indiana,  3101  Broadway,  Gary,  IN  46409 . 

Youngstown  Area  Urban  League,  2516  Market  St.,  Youngstown,  OH  44507 . 


61.985.00 

26,075.00 

19,985.00 

23,555.00 

7,000.00 

19,985.00 

9,975.00 

19,985.00 

84,980.00 

20.475.00 

49,980.00 

49,980.00 

49,980.00 

11,970.00 

20,125.00 

31,955.00 

24,990.00 

9,975.00 

9,975.00 

14,980.00 

9,975.00 

22,470.00 

19,985.00 

19,985.00 

29,995.00 

12,950.00 

3,500.00 

4,200.00 

62,790.00 

7,000.00 

14,980.00 

5,250.00 

15,750.00 

9,975.00 

19,985.00 

19,985.00 

9,975.00 

24,990.00 

8,750.00 

7,000.00 

15,190.00 

1,995.00 

50,015.00 

4,200.00 

15,015.00 

24,990.00 

31,500.00 

5,006.00 

24,990.00 

19,985.00 

10,010.00 

2,030.00 

3,500.00 

15,015.00 

24,990.00 

8,050.00 

29,995.00 

50,015.00 

19,985.00 

8,015.00 

29,995.00 

8,750.00 

10,010.00 

3,010.00 

8,750.00 

15,015.00 

5,285.00 

29,995.00 

29,995.00 

49,980.00 

10,010.00 

4,970.00 

29,995.00 

19,985.00 

19,985.00 

15,015.00 

6,300.00 

39,970.00 

4,970.00 
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Grant  amount 


Community  Action  of  Indianapolis.  2445  N.  Meridian  St.,  Indianapolis.  IN  46208 . 

Montgomery  County  Community  Action.  318  S.  Main  St.,  P.O.  Box  4008,  Dayton,  OH  45401 .... 

Milwaukee  United  for  Better  Housing,  4011  W.  Capitol  Dr.,  Milwaukee,  Wl  53216 . 

New  Cities  Community  Development  Corp.,  400  E.  Sibley  Blvd.,  Harvey,  IL  60426 . 

Southern  Minnesota  Regional  Legal  Services.  46  E.  4th  St.,  St.  Paul,  MN  55101 . . . 

Community  Serv.  Council  of  North  Will  Cnty.,  719  Parkwood  Ave.,  Romeoville,  IL  60441 . 

St.  Paul  Housing  Information  Office,  21  W.  4th  St.,  St.  Paul.  MN  55102 . 

Better  Housing  League  of  Cincinrrati.  2400  Reading  Rd.,  Cincinnati.  OH  45202 . . 

Family  Service  Association,  1704  N.  Warren  Road  SE,  Warren,  OH  44484 . 

Urban  League  of  Flint  202  E.  Boulevard  Dr.,  Suite  200,  Flint,  Ml  48503 . 

Region  6: 

Christians  Assisting  People.  Inc.,  600  Foley  Ave.,  Port  Arthur,  TX  77640 . 

Credit  Counseling  Service,  3230  N.  Rockwell,  Bethany,  OK  73008 . 

Desire  Community  Housing  Corp.,  3251  St.  Ferdinand  St.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70126 . 

Colonias  Del  Valle,  Irx:.,  1203  E.  Ferguson,  Pharr,  TX  78577 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  4600  Gulf  Freeway,  Suite  500,  Houston,  TX  77023 . 

Cenia  Community  Action  Committee,  230  Bolton  Ave,  Alexandria,  LA  71301 . 

White  River  Regional  Housing  Authority,  Hwy  69  E.,  Melbourne,  AR  72556 . 

Ouachita  Multi-Purpose  CAP  Inc.,  210  Harrison  St.,  Monroe,  LA  71210 . 

Greater  El  Paso  Service,  4838  Montana  Ave.,  El  Paso.  TX  79903 . 

Housing  Auth./City  of  Slidell,  1230  Martin  Luther  King,  Apt.  I,  Slidell,  LA  70459 . 

Urban  League  of  Arkansas,  2200  South  Main  Street,  Little  Rock,  AR  72216 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  1949  N.  Stemmons  Fnvy.  Suite  200,  Dallas,  TX  75207.. 

Family  Services  Agency.  2700  Willow  St.,  North  Little  Rock,  AR  72115 . 

Parish  of  Jefferson,  1221  Elmwood  Park  Blvd.,  Suite  402,  Harahan,  LA  70123 . 

Sac  &  Fox  Nation  Housing  Authority,  526  N.  Kimberly  St..  Shawnee,  OK  74801 . 

Guadalupe  Economic  Service  Corp.,  1416  1st  St,  Lubbock,  TX  79401 . 

Chickasaw  Housirrg  Authority,  901  Country  Club,  Ada,  OK  74820 . 

Credit  Counseling  Centers  of  OK,  2140  South  Harvard.  Tulsa,  OK  74159 . 

St.  Mary  Community  Action,  1407  Barrow  St,  Franklin,  LA  70538 . 

St  James  Parish,  Highway  44,  Courthouse  St.,  Corwent  LA  70723 . 

Community  Devel.  Corp.  of  Brownsville,  1150  E.  Adams,  2nd  Fir.,  Brownsville,  TX  78520 . 

Child  and  Family  Service,  1221  W.  Ben  White  Blvd.,  Suite  112-B,  Austin,  TX  78704 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  of  NM,  5318  Menaul  NE,  Albuquerque,  NM  87110 . 

Housirtg  Opportunity  of  Fort  Worth,  1305  W.  Magnolia  Ave.,  Fort  Worth,  TX  76104 . 

Houston  Area  Urban  League,  3215  Fannin,  Houston.  TX  77004 . . . 

City  of  Austin  Housing  Counseling  Program,  1640  E.  2nd  St,  Austin,  TX  78704 . . 

Association  of  South  Central  OK  Governments,  802  Main  St,  Duncan,  OK  73534 . 

L'Anmar  Communications,  Inc.,  301  South  Frio,  Suite  100,  San  Antonio,  TX  78207 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service,  4203  Woodcock,  Suite  251,  San  Antonio,  TX  78228 . 

Housing  Opportunities,  Inc.,  2900  Woodbridge,  Suite  302,  Houston,  TX  77087 . . 

Housing  Authority  of  Choctaw  Nation,  1005  S.  5th  St,  Hugo,  OK  74743 . 

Dallas  Urban  League,  Inc.,  2121  Main  St.  Suite  410,  Dallas,  TX  75201 . . . 

City  of  San  Antonio,  115  Plaza  do  Armas,  Suite  200,  San  Antonio,  TX  78205 . . 

De^  Fork  Community  Action  Foundation,  220  North  Wood  Dr.,  Okmulgee,  OK  74447 . 

Central  City  Housirrg  Development  Corp.,  2020  Jackson  Ave.,  New  Orleans,  LA  70113 . . 

Marshall  Housing  Authority,  406  Poplar  St..  Marshall,  TX  75671  . 

Crawford  Sebastian  Community  Development  Council,  4831  Armour,  Ft  Smith,  AR  72914 . 

St.  Landry  Parish  Community  Action,  Highway  749,  Airport  Rd..  Opeolousas,  LA  70571 . 

Metro  Tulsa  Urban  league,  Inc.,  240  East  Apache  St,  Tulsa,  OK  74106 . 

St  Martin,  Lafayette  Community  Action  (SMILE),  501  St.  John  St,  Lafayette,  LA  70502 . 

Neighborhood  Housing  Services,  3034  Lakeshore  Dr.,  Shreveport,  LA  71133 . 

Community  Care  Hsng.  Devel.  (^orp.,  44625  N.  Freeway,  Suite  260,  Houston,  TX  77022 . 

Gulf  Coast  Community  Services,  63()0  Bowling  Green,  Houston,  TX  77021  . 

Region  7: 

Missouri  Valley  Human  Resources  Community  Action,  1415  S.  Odell,  Marshall,  MO  65340 .... 

North  East  Community  Action  Corp.,  P.O.  Box  470,  Bowling  Green,  MO  63334 . 

Housing  &  Credit  Counseling  Inc.,  1195  S.W.  Buchannan,  Suite  203,  Topeka,  KS  66604 . 

Metropolitan  Lutheran  Ministry,  3031  Holmes  Street  Kansas  City,  MO  64109 . 

Hawkeye  Area  Community  Action  Program,  P.O.  Box  789,  Cedar  Rapids,  lA  53406 . 

Housing  Information  Center.  3810  Paseo,  Kansas  City.  MO  64109 . 

City  of  Des  Moines,  E.  1st  &  Des  Moines  St,  Des  Moines,  lA  50209 . 

North  Area  Community  Forum.  1005  Dunn  Road,  Florissant  MO  63031 . 

The  Urban  Housing  Foundatio,  2416  Lake  St,  Omaha,  NE  68111 . 

Holy  Name  Housing  Corp.,  3014  N.  45th  St,  Omaha,  NE  68104 . 

United  Methodist  Urban  Ministry,  1611  N.  Mosley,  Wichita,  KS  67214 . 

A.I.D.  (Assistance,  Info  Direction)  Center,  206  Sixth  St.,  Sioux  City,  lA,  51101 . 

Economic  Opportunity  Foundation  Inc.,  1542  Minnesota  Ave.,  Kansas  C%,  KS  66102 . 

Lincoln  Action  Program,  2202  S.  11th  St,  Lincoln,  NE  68502 . 

West  Central  MO  Comm.  Action  Agency,  106  W.  4th,  Appleton  City,  MO  64724 . 

Goodwill  Center  for  Independent  Living,  1804  S  Eddy  St,  Grand  Island,  NE  68801  . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling,  742  Duvall,  Salina,  KS  67402 . 

Northside  Residential  Housing  Corp.,  5647  Delmar,  St.  Louis.  MO  63112 . 

Region  8: 

Adams  Cnty.  Housing  Author.,  7190  Colorado  Blvd.,  6th  Fir.,  Commerce  City,  CO  60022 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counsel.  Se^./Pikes  Peak,  1233  Lake  Plaza  Dr.,  Colo.  Spngs.,  CO  80906 

Brothers  Redevelopment  111  Osage  St.,  Suite  210,  Denver.  CO  80204 . 

Neighbor  to  Neighbor,  424  Pine  Street,  ^ite  203,  Collins,  CO  80524 . 

Salt  Lake  Community  Action,  764  South  200  West  Salt  Lake  City,  UT . 

SE  North  Dakota  Community  Action  AgerKy,  3343  S.  15th  St.,  Fargo,  ND  58108 . 


8,750.00 

8.750.00 

9,975.00 

8,750.00 

24,990.00 

34,855.00 

15,015.00 

50,015.00 

20,020.00 

24,990.00 

1,200.00 

40,000.00 

27,000.00 

5,785.00 

37,800.00 

30,000.00 

20,000.00 

20,000.00 

32,000.00 

6,000.00 

17,000.00 

90,000.00 

25,000.00 

20,000.00 

10,000.00 

73,000.00 

40,000.00 

80,000.00 

8,400.00 

26,000.00 

20,000.00 

37,000.00 

45,000.00 

62,000.00 

20,000.00 

68,500.00 

12,000.00 

4,000.00 

20,000.00 

47,000.00 

14,000.00 

32,000.00 

20,000.00 

5,000.00 

30,000.00 

20,800.00 

40,000.00 

17,885.00 

10,000.00 

30,000.00 

20,000.00 

7,980.00 

60,000.00 

1,000.00 

5,250.00 

6,000.00 

22,300.00 

7,875.00 

32,000.00 

6,200.00 

18,050.00 

13,000.00 

5,000.00 

5,000.00 

6,500.00 

7,500.00 

3,000.00 

2,000.00 

2,000.00 

5,000.00 

27,000.00 

49,493.00 

23,603.00 

30,776.00 

24,911.00 

34,611.00 

12,000.00 
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City  of  Aurora.  9B01  E.  CoUax  Ave.,  Aurora.  CO  80010 . . . . . . . 

Boulder  County  Housing.  P.O.  Box  471,  Boulder.  CO  60306 . . . — . . . 

Conanunity  Action,  Hwy  281  North.  P.O.  Box  507,  Jamestown.  NO  S8402..„ . — - - 

Consumer  Credit  Coun.  Serv./Biack  Hills,  621  6th  SL,  Suite  201,  Rapid  City,  SO  57709 . . . . 

North  West  Montana  Human  Resources.  #8  First  &  Main  Bldg.,  KakspeU  MT.  59903 . 

Coraumer  Credit  Couns.  Serv.  of  Lutheran  Soc.  Serv.,  617  W.  11th,  Sioux  Falls,  SO  57104 . 

Community  Action  Program.  2105  Lee  Ave.,  Bismarck.  NO  56504 . 

Weber  State  Urtiversity.  3750  Hamson  Blvd.,  Ogden  UT  84406 _ _ _ _ _ 

Catholic  Social  Services,  302  Jefferson  St.,  Pueblo,  CO  81004 - - - - 

Quad  Community  Action  Agency.  27  Vx  S.  3rd  St.  Grarxf  Forks,  NO  48201 . — . . 

Community  Action  Opportunity,  420  3rd  St.  S.W.,  Minot  NO  58702 . 

NorthEast  Denver  Housing  Cmter,  1735  Gaylord  St..  Denver.  CO  80206 . . . . . 


Grant  amount 


19.207.00 

27.932.00 

9.111.00 

13.899.00 

4,576.00 

9,027.00 

18,898.00 

29,053.00 

23.934.00 

8,203.00 

15.881.00 

40.000.00 


Hale  Mahalou,  Inc.,  200  Hina  Ave.,  Kahului,  HA  96732 . . . . . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Serv.  of  Arizona.  1930  W.  Peoria  #103,  Phoenix,  AZ  85029 . 

Eden  Councri  for  Hope  &  Opportunity  (ECHO  Housing),  770  A  St.  Hayward,  CA  94541 . 

Inland  Mediation  Board,  420  North  Lemon  Ave.,  Ontario.  CA  91 7M . 

Neighborhood  Improvement  arvf  Housing  Dev..  920  E.  Madison,  #B,  Phoenix,  AZ  85034 . 

Better  Valley  Services,  8000  Laurel  Canyon  Blvd..  N.  Hollywood.  CA  91605........,.._ . 

Westminster  Neighborhood  Assoc.  Inc.,  1776  E.  Century  Blvd..  Los  Angelos.  CA  90002 . . 

Project  Match,  Irtc.,  1671  Park  Avenue.  #21.  San  Jose,  CA  95126 . - . 

Cotincil  on  Aging  of  Sonoma,  730  Bonnet  Valley  Rd.,  Santa  Rosa.  CA  95404 . . . . 

Paoiic  Community  Services  Inc..  501  Railroad  Ave.,  Pittsburg,  CA  94565 . . . 

Fair  Housing  (^xindl  of  OC.  1222  N.  Broadway,  Santa  Ana.  CA  92701 . . . 

Chicanos  Por  La  Causa  Phoenix,  1 1 12  E.  Buckeye  Rd..  Phoenix.  AZ  85034 . . . . 

Operation  Life  C.D.C.,  P.O.  Box  4397,  Las  Vegas.  NV  89127 . . . 

Catholic  Social  Services,  155  W.  Helen  St,  Tucson.  AZ  85705 . - . . 

City  of  Oakland,  300  Lakeside  Dr..  15th  Fk.  Oakland.  CA  94612 . 

Consumer  Credit  Counseling  Service  of  Arizona,  6135  E.  Grant  Road,  Tucson.  AZ  85712 . 

Hawaii  Oedit  (kiunseling  Serv.,  429  Waiakamilo  Rd.,  Suite  8,  Honolulu,  HI,  96817 . 

Housing  Authority  of  the  Otty.  of  Stanislaus,  1701  Robertson  Rd.,  Modesto,  CA  95351 . 

Chicanos  Por  La  Causa  Tucson.  1525  N.  Oracle,  Tucson,  AZ  85705 . . . 

Housing  Authority  of  the  (bounty  of  Santa  Barbara.  615  W.  Ocean.  Lompoc.  CA  93436 . 

Housing  Authority  of  the  Oxinty  of  Santa  Cruz.  2160  41st  Ave.,  Capitola.  CA  95010 . 

Neighborhood  House  Association,  84i  S.  4lst  St..  San  Diego.  CA  92113 . . 

IrxJependent  Living  Resource.  70  Tenth  St,  San  Francisco.  CA  94103 . 

Conwmer  Credit  Ckiunselor  of  L.A.,  1308  W.  8th  St..  Suite  300,  Los  Angeles,  CA  9(X)17 . 

Poor  People  Pulling  Together.  1801  N.  "J"  St..  Las  Vegas,  NV  89106 . . . 

Region  10: 

Human  Investment  Project,  364  Sooth  Railroad  Ave..  San  Mateo.  CA  94401 . 

Human  Solutions  Inc.,  2900  S.E.  122nd  Ave.,  Portland.  OR  97236 . 

UMPQUA  Community  Action  Network,  2448  West  Harvard  Blvd.,  Roseburg,  OR  97436 . 

Pierce  County  Commun.  Action  Agency,  8811  South  Tacoma  Way,  Bldg  2.  Tacoma  WA  96499  _.. 

Consumer  Credit  Ckxinseling  Serv.  of  Alaska,  208  E.  Fourth  Ave.,  Anchorage.  AK  99501 . 

Spokane  Neighborhood  Centers.  E.  226  1st  Ave..  Spokane.  WA  99202..- . 

Freemont  Public  Association,  3601  Fremont  Ave.  N..  P.O.  ^x  31151,  Seattle.  WA  98103 . 

Arx:horage  Neighborhood  Housing  Serv,,  3700  Woodland  Dr.,  Suite  500,  Anchorage  AK  99517.... 

Oegon  Housing  &  Assoc.  Serv.,  525  Glen  Creek  Rd.,  NW,  Suite  210,  Salem,  OR  97304 . 

Housing  Services  of  Oregon,  34420  S.W.  TutUatin  Valley  Highway,  Hillsboro,  OR  97123 . 

Total . . . : . ; . . 


11,340.00 

39,970.00 

32,585.00 

40,005.00 

39,970.00 

37,975.00 

30,030.00 

4,200.00 

3,500.00 

29,995.00 

50,015.00 

53,935.00 

6.860.00 

10,010.00 

39.970.00 

38.010.00 

7.000.00 

7.000.00 

20,020.00 

10.010.00 

10.010.00 

32.550.00 

4.515.00 

45,850.00 

14.875.00 

6,125.00 

13.475.00 

13,475.00 

12,005.00 

5,006.00 

27,125.00 

19,750.00 

9.450.00 

18,585.00 

23.2^.00 

6,465,480.00 


|FR  Doc.  92-6566  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am| 

BILLING  CODE  42ia-27-M 


Office  of  Administration 

(Docket  No.  N-92-3417] 

Submission  of  Proposed  Information 
Collections  to  0MB 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Administration,  HUD. 
action:  Notices. 

SUMMARY:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirements  described  below 
have  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  is 
soliciting  public  comment  on  the  subject 
proposals. 


ADDRESSES:  Interested  parsons  are 
invited  to  submit  comment  regarding 
these  proposals.  Comments  should  refer 
to  the  proposal  by  name  and  should  be 
sent  to:  Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk 
Officer,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kay  F.  Weaver,  Reports  Management 
Officer,  Department  of  Housing  and 
Urban  Devlopment,  451  7th  Street, 
Southwest,  Washington,  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  708-0050.  This  is  not  a 
tool-free  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
from  Ms.  Weaver. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION.'  The 
Department  has  submitted  the  proposal 
for  the  collection  of  information,  as 


described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  Paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  notice  lists  the  following 
information; 

(1)  The  title  of  the  information 
collection  proposal; 

(2)  The  office  of  the  agency  to  collect 
the  information; 

(3)  The  description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use; 

(4)  The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

(5)  What  members  of  the  public  will 
be  affected  by  the  proposal; 

(6)  How  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required; 

(7)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  of 
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respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response; 

(8)  Whether  the  proposal  is  new  or  an 
extension,  rein  statement,  or  revision  of 
an  information  collection  requirement; 
and 

(9)  The  names  and  telephone  numbers 
of  an  agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  of  the  OMB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

Authority:  Section  3507  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C.  3507;  section  7(d)  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535  (d). 


Dated:  March  11, 1992. 

John  T.  Murphy, 

Director,  Information  Resources, 

Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 

Notice  of  Submission  of  Proposed 
Information  Collection  to  OMB 

Proposal:  Application  for  Insurance  of 
Advance  Mortgage  Proceeds. 

Office:  Housing. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use:  The 
form  is  used  by  mortgagees  to  request 


the  advancement  of  mortgage  proceeds 
to  reimburse  the  mortgagor  for  funds 
expended  or  obligated  for*  construction 
related  items.  HUD  needs  this 
information  to  verify  and  approve  the 
amount  requested. 

Form  Number:  HUD-92403. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  Other  For- 
Profit. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  On 
Occasion. 

Reporting  Burden: 


No.  of  ^  Frequency  of  ^  Hours  per  _  Burden 
respondents  ^  response  ^  resporise  hours 

HUD-92403 . .  5,000  1  .20  1,000 


Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  1,000. 
Status:  Extension. 

Contact:  Kerry  J.  Mulholland,  HUD, 
(202)  708-0283  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202) 
395-6880. 

Dated;  March  11, 1992. 

Proposal:  Section  8  Random  Digit  Fair 
Market  Rent  Telephone  Surveys. 


Office:  Policy  Development  and 
Research. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use:  The 
telephone  surveys  will  provide  the 
Department  with  a  fast  and  inexpensive 
way  of  estimating  Section  8  Fair  Market 
Rents  (FRMs).  The  surveys  will  be  used 
to  derive  FMR  updating  factors  and  to 


test  the  accuracy  of  FMRs  in  selected 
areas. 

Form  Number:  None. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
Households. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  On 
Occasion  and  Annually. 

Reporting  Burden: 


No.  of  ^ 

respondents 

Frequency  of  „ 

response  ^ 

Hours  per 
response 

Burden 

hours 

Interviews . 

.  433.900 

6 

.00208 

5.418 

Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  5,418. 
Status:  Extension. 

Contact:  Joseph  Riley,  HUD,  (202)  708- 
0590,  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202)  395- 
6880. 

Dated:  March  11, 1992. 

Proposal:  Preliminary  Site  Report  by 
Indian  Housing  Authority  (IHA). 


Office:  Public  and  Indian  Housing. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use:  This 
information,  submitted  by  IHAs,  details 
the  type  of  site  proposed  for  housing 
construction  in  terms  of  land  status,  size 
of  site  and  proposed  density,  zoning 
status,  physical  characteristics,  and 


availability  of  utilities  to  determine 
whether  a  site  is  suitable  for  housing. 

Form  Number:  HUD-3188. 

Respondents:  State  and  Local 
Governments  and  Non-Profit 
Institutions. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  On 
Occasion. 

Reporting  Burden: 


No.  of  y, 

respondents 

Frequency  of  ^ 

response  ^ 

Hours  per  _ 
response 

Burden 

hours 

HUD-3188 . 

.  100 

1.5 

4 

600 

[Docket  No.  N-92-3418] 


Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  600. 
Status:  Reinstatement. 

Contact:  Ralph  Gonzales,  HUD,  (202) 
708-0296  Jennifer  Main,  OMB,  (202)  395- 
6880. 

Dated;  March  11, 1992. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6564  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4210-«1-M 


Submission  of  Proposed  Information 
Collection  to  OMB 

AGENCY:  Office  of  Administration,  HUD. 
ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  proposed  information 
collection  requirement  described  below 
has  been  submitted  to  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget  (OMB)  for 
review,  as  required  by  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act.  The  Department  is 


soliciting  public  comments  on  the 
subject  proposal. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  persons  are 
invited  to  submit  comments  regarding 
this  proposal.  Comments  should  refer  to 
the  proposal  by  name  and  should  be 
sent  to:  Jennifer  Main,  OMB  Desk 
Officer,  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  New  Executive  Office  Building, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Kay  F.  Weaver,  Reports  Management 
Office,  Department  of  Housing  and 
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Urban  Development,  451  7th  Street, 
Southwest  Washington.  DC  20410, 
telephone  (202)  706-0050.  This  is  not  a 
toll-free  number.  Copies  of  the  proposed 
forms  and  other  available  documents 
submitted  to  OMB  may  be  obtained 
from  Ms.  Weaver. 

SUPPLEMeNTARV  INFORMATIOtl:  The 

Department  has  submitted  the  proposal 
for  the  collection  of  information,  as 
described  below,  to  OMB  for  review,  as 
required  by  the  paperwork  Reduction 
Act  (44  U.S.C.  chapter  35). 

The  Notice  lists  the  following 
information; 

(1)  The  title  of  the  information 
collection  proposal; 

(2)  The  office  of  the  agency  to  collect 
the  information; 

(3)  The  description  of  the  need  for  the 
information  and  its  proposed  use; 

(4)  The  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable; 

(5)  What  members  of  the  public  will 


be  affected  by  the  proposal; 

(6)  How  frequently  information 
submissions  will  be  required; 

(7)  An  estimate  of  the  total  number  of 
hours  needed  to  prepare  the  information 
submission  including  number  or 
respondents,  frequency  of  response,  and 
hours  of  response; 

(8)  Whether  the  proposal  is  new  or  an 
extension,  rein  statement,  or  revision  of 
an  information  collection  requirement; 
and 

(9)  The  names  and  telephone  numbers 
of  an  agency  official  familiar  with  the 
proposal  and  of  the  OMB  Desk  Officer 
for  the  Department. 

Authority:  Section  3507  of  the  Paperwork 
Reduction  Act,  44  U.S.C.  3507;  section  7(d)  of 
the  Department  of  Housing  and  Urban 
Development  Act,  42  U.S.C.  3535(d). 

Dated;  March  16, 1992. 

Kay  Weavw, 

Acting  Director,  Information  Resources, 
Management  Policy  and  Management 
Division. 


Notice  of  Submission  of  Proposed 
Information  Collection  to  OMB 

Proposal:  Single  family  Development; 
Acceptance  of  Individual  Residential 
Water  PuriBcation  Equipment  (FR-2855). 

Office:  Housing. 

Description  of  the  Need  for  the 
Information  and  its  Proposed  Use:  This 
information  is  necessary  to  assure  that 
approved  residential  water  treating 
equipment  or  a  water  purification  unit 
will  provide  safe  potable  drinking  water. 
Without  the  information  required  in  this 
rule,  no  assurance  can  be  given  that  safe 
drinking  water  can  be  provided.  Without 
an  adequate  supply  of  safe  potable 
water,  no  mortgage  insurance  can  be 
issued. 

Form  Number:  None. 

Respondents:  Business  or  Other  For- 
Profit. 

Frequency  of  Submission:  Annually. 

Reporting  Burden: 


No  .  of  ^ 

Frequency  ol  ^ 

Hours  per 

Burden  1 

respondents 

response  ^ 

response 

hours  1 

Information  CoHoction . 

.  1,000 

1 

9.5 

9.500  1 

Total  Estimated  Burden  Hours:  9,500. 
Status:  New. 

Contact  Donald  R.  Fairman,  HUD, 
(202)  708-0718,  Jennifer  Main,  OMB, 
(202)  395-6680. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6565  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
WUJNQ  COOC  421(M)1-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

[OR-123-02-6334-10;  QP-109] 

Closures  and  Restrictions 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
(BLM),  Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  closures  and 
restrictions.  Dean  Creek  Elk  Viewing 
Area. 


summary:  Pursuant  to  43  CFR  part  8364, 
the  BLM  will  close  designated  areas  of 
the  Dean  Creek  Elk  Viewing  Area  to  the 
public.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights, 
use  of  1,033  acres  of  Dean  Creek  Elk 
Viewing  Area  outside  of  designated 
parking  areas,  viewing  areas  or 
interpretive  trails  by  foot,  automobile,  or 


off-road  motorized  vehicles  is 
prohibited.  This  Closure  shall  apply  year 
round.  Hunting,  shooting  firearms,  and 
igniting  fireworks  or  other  explosive 
devices  is  prohibited.  Vehicular  parking, 
for  a  period  of  more  than  twelve  hours 
in  a  twenty  four  hour  period  is 
prohibited.  Designated  public  use  areas 
will  be  open  from  dawn  to  dusk; 
overnight  use  is  prohibited.  Any  Bureau 
of  Land  Management,  Oregon 
Department  of  Fish  and  Wildlife, 
employee,  agent,  contractor  or 
cooperator,  while  in  the  performance  of 
official  duties  are  exempt  from  this 
closure.  Either  agency  may  authorize 
volunteers,  or  other  parties  to  enter 
Dean  Creek  for  administrative, 
maintenance  or  other  authorized 
purposes. 

The  pastures  at  the  Dean  Creek  Elk 
Viewing  Area  support  a  large  herd  of 
resident  Roosevelt  elk  that  are  highly 
visible  from  the  highway.  The  purpose 
of  this  closure  and  restriction  notice  is 
to  provide  a  means  by  which  the 
Secretary  of  the  Interior  through  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management,  may 
control  and  manage  public  use  of  the 
area  to  efiectively  carry  out 
management  objectives  and  provide 
wildlife  with  habitat  that  is  free  from 


public  disturbance  or  harassment.  The 
area  is  designated  as  a  watchable 
wildlife  site;  the  closure  will  also 
provide  for  public  safety  by  designating 
safe  viewing  areas  with  greater 
opportunities  to  view  wildlife. 

The  closed  area  is  depicted  on  a  Dean 
Creek  Elk  Viewing  Area  Map.  The  map 
and  copies  of  this  closure  and  restriction 
notice  are  available  fiom  the  Coos  Bay 
District  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  1300  Airport  Lane,  North 
Bend,  Oregon  97459. 

This  closure  and  restriction  order  is 
efiective  immediately  and  shall  remain 
in  effect  until  revised,  revoked  or 
amended  by  the  authorized  officer 
pursuant  to  43  CFR  part  8360. 

Any  person  who  violates  this  closure 
and  restriction  notice  may  be  subject  to 
a  maximum  fine  of  $1,000  and/or 
imprisonment  not  to  exceed  12  months 
under  authority  of  43  CFR  8360.0-7. 

Closed  Areas 

Dean  Creek  Elk  Viewing  Area  is 
located  approximately  3  miles  east  of 
Reedsport,  Oregon,  adjacent  to  Oregon 
State  Highway  38  and  is  further 
described  as  follows: 
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Township  21  South,  Range  11  West, 
Williamette  Meridian 
Sec.  31  M  &  B  within  lot  4  So.  of  Hwy  36 
Sec.  32  M  &  B  within  lots.  5, 6,  7  and  8 
Sec.  33  MaBwithinSV^SWV^,SWy4SEV^ 
So.  of  Hwy  38.  SEV^SEV«,  lot  8 
Sec.  34  lots  5  and  6 

Township  22  South,  Range  11  West, 
Williamette  Meridian 
Sec.  3  lot  15,  M  a  B  within  lot  14 
Sea  4  NWy4,  WViiNEy4,  NEy4NEV4,  M  a  B 
SEy4NEy4 

Seas  WViNEV^.NV^NWV4.W^W%. 

swy4Nwy4 

Sea  6  SEy4NEy4,  M  a  B  within  NEy4,  lots  1, 
2  and  3 

All  south  of  Oregon  State  Highway  38. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION,  CONTACT: 

Kathy  Jo  Wall,  Natural  Resource 
Specialist,  Umpqua  Resource  Area. 

Coos  Bay  District,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  1300  Airport  Lane.  North 
Bend,  Oregon  97459  (telephone  503/756/ 
0100). 

Terry  A.  Richards, 

Umpqua  Area  Manager. 

[FR  Doa  92-4488  Filed  3-19-82;  8:45  am] 


[CA-060-4410-0t] 

1992  Amendment  Review  of  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Plan 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

action:  Notice  of  intent. 

SUMMARY:  Notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Bureau  of  Land  Management  is 
initiating  the  1992  Review  of  the 
California  Desert  Conservation  Area 
Plan  in  accordance  with  the  amendment 
procedures  outlined  in  chapter  7  of  the 
Plan.  The  purpose  of  this  review  is  to 
consider  the  need  for  possible 
amendments  to  the  Plan  based  on 
requests  from  individuals,  public  and 
private  organizations,  and  the  Bureau’s 
own  observations. 

DATES:  Proposed  amendments  are  being 
accepted  from  the  public  until  May  4, 
1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Send  written  proposals  to: 
Gerald  E.  Hillier,  District  Manager,  Attn: 
1992  Plan  Amendments,  California 
Desert  District,  6221  Box  Springs  Blvd., 
Riverside,  California  92507. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Contact  Molly  Brady,  Chief  of  Planning 
and  Environmental  Assistance  at  (714) 
697-5230  if  you  have  any  questions 
regarding  this  notice. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Requests 
for  amendments  or  changes  in  the 


California  Desert  Man  are  now  being 
accepted  from  public  agencies, 
interested  individuals,  and 
organizations.  Supporting  rationale  is 
necessary  for  each  proposed  change. 
Requests  will  be  considered  in  light  of 
the  following  criteria: 

(1)  Is  the  proposed  amendment  based 
on  new  data  not  considered  while  the 
Plan  was  developed? 

(2)  Does  the  information  represent  a 
change  in  legal  or  regulatory  mandate? 

(3)  Is  the  supporting  detail  sufficient 
and  the  problem  clearly  stated  so  that 
the  request  can  be  considered? 

(4)  Does  the  information  represent  a 
formal  change  in  a  State  or  local 
government  or  agency  plan? 

The  California  Desert  District 
Advisory  Council  will  review  suggested 
amendments  at  its  public  meeting  on 
June  3-4, 1992.  Please  contact  the 
California  Desert  District  Office  for 
additional  details  regarding  the  meeting. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

Gerald  E.  HUUer, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6629  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BtLLMQ  CODE  431(M0-M 


[AZ  020-02-4212-13  (AZA-26504)) 

Realty  Action:  Exchange  of  Public 
Land,  Maricopa  County,  Arteona 

BLM  proposes  to  exchange  public 
minerals  for  patented  minerals  in  order 
to  achieve  more  efficient  management  of 
the  public  land  through  consolidation  of 
ownership. 

All  Federal  minerals  in  the  following 
sections  are  being  considered  for 
disposal  by  exchange  pursuant  to 
section  206  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy 
and  Management  Act  of  October  21, 
1976,  43  U.S.C  1716. 

Gila  and  Salt  River  Meridian,  Arizona 
T.  6  N.,  R.  3  W., 

Secs.  3, 4,  5  and  8. 

Containing  2,003.90  more  or  less. 

In  accordance  with  the  regulations  of 
43  CFR  2201.1(b),  publication  of  this 
notice  will  segregate  the  affected  public 
minerals  from  appropriation  under  the 
public  land  laws  and  the  mining  laws, 
but  not  the  mineral  leasing  laws  or 
Geothermal  Steam  Act. 

The  segregation  of  the  above- 
described  lands  shall  terminate  upon 
issuance  of  a  document  conveying  such 
lands  or  upon  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  of  termination  of  the 
segregation;  or  the  expiration  of  two 


years  fixim  the  date  of  publication, 
whichever  occurs  first. 

For  a  period  of  forty-five  (45)  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  of  this 
Notice  in  the  Federal  Re^ster,  interested 
parties  may  submit  comments  to  the 
District  Manager,  Phoenix  District 
Office,  2015  West  Deer  Valley  Road, 
Phoenix,  Arizona  85027. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

Henri  R.  Bisson, 

District  Manager. 

[FR  Doa  92-6465  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BtUINQ  CODE  4310-«a-M 


[Q-010-Q2-0109-4212-11;  NMNM  875451 

Classification  of  Public  Land  in  Santa 
Fa  County,  NM 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management. 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  realty  action:  Bureau 
Motion  Recreation  and  Public  Purposes 
(R&PP)  Act  classification:  NM. 

summary:  The  following  public  lands 
near  the  commimity  of  Espanola,  Santa 
Fe  County,  New  Mexico  have  been 
examined  and  found  suitable  for  lease 
or  conveyance  for  recreational  or  public 
purposes  under  the  provisions  of  the 
Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act,  as 
amended  (43  U.S.C.  869  et  seq.) 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
X  20  N  R«9  E., 

Section  7:  Lots  1, 2, 3, 6,  EV4  SWV4.  SEi4 
Section  8:  Lots  2.  7, 24,  30,  SWy4  SW^i 
Section  18:  NV^  NEVi  NWy4.  NV^  NWi4 
NEy4.  SEy4  Nwy4  NEy4.  NEy4  NEy4. 
Containing  649.76  acres  more  or  less. 

This  action  is  a  motion  by  the  Bureau 
to  make  available  lands  identified  in  the 
Taos  Resource  Management  Plan  not 
needed  for  Federal  purposes  and  having 
potential  for  disposal  to  support 
community  needs  and  recreational 
resources.  Lease  or  conveyance  of  the 
lands  for  recreationcd  or  public  purposes 
use  would  be  in  the  public  interest. 
Detailed  information  concerning  this 
action  is  available  for  review  at  the 
office  of  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Taos  Resource  Area.  224 
Cruz  Alta  Road,  Taos.  New  Mexico, 
87571. 

Lease  or  conveyance  of  the  lands  will 
be  subject  to  the  following  terms, 
conditions,  and  reservations: 

1.  Provisions  of  the  Recreation  and 
Public  Purposes  Act  and  to  all 
applicable  regulations  of  the  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

2.  All  valid  existing  rights  documented 
on  the  official  public  land  records  at  the 
time  of  lease/patent  issuance. 
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3.  All  minerals  shall  be  reserved  to  the 
United  States,  together  with  the  right  to 
prospect  for,  mine  and  remove  the 
minerals. 

4.  Any  other  reservations  that  the 
authorized  officer  determines 
appropriate  to  ensure  public  access  and 
proper  management  of  Federal  lands 
and  interests  therein. 

Upon  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  lands  will  be 
segregated  from  all  forms  of 
appropriation  under  the  public  land 
laws,  including  the  general  mining  laws, 
except  for  lease  or  conveyance  under 
the  Recreation  and  Public  Purposes  Act 
and  leasing  under  the  mineral  leasing 
laws.  For  a  period  of  45  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice, 
interested  persons  may  submit 
comments  regarding  the  proposed  lease/ 
conveyance  or  classification  of  the  lands 
to  the  District  Manager,  Albuquerque 
District  Office,  435  Montano  Road  NE., 
Albuquerque,  New  Mexico  87107.  Any 
adverse  comments  will  be  reviewed  by 
the  State  Director.  In  the  absence  of  any 
adverse  comments,  the  classification 
will  become  effective  60  days  from  the 
date  of  publication  of  this  notice. 

Upon  the  el^ective  date  of 
classification,  the  lands  will  be  open  to 
the  filing  of  an  application  under  the 
Recreation  and  ^blic  Purposes  Act  by 
any  interested,  qualified  applicant.  If, 
after  18  months  following  the  effective 
date  of  classification,  an  application  has 
not  been  Filed,  the  segregative  effect  of 
the  classification  shall  return  to  their 
former  status  without  further  action  by 
the  authorized  officer. 

Dated:  March  13. 1992. 

Robert  T.  Dale, 

District  Manager. 

|FR  Doc.  92-6511  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 

BILUNG  CODE  431fr-FB-«l 

tID  942-01-4730-12] 

Idaho;  Filing  of  Piats  of  Survey;  Idaho 

The  supplemental  plat  of  the  following 
described  land  was  officially  filed  in  the 
Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Boise,  Idaho,  effective  9 
a.m.,  March  12, 1992. 

The  supplemental  plat  prepared  to 
amend  the  lottings  in  section  7  in  T,  3  N., 
R.  3  E.,  Boise  Meridian,  Idaho,  was 
accepted  March  12, 1992. 

This  plat  was  prepared  to  meet 
certain  administrative  needs  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

All  inquiries  concerning  the  survey  of 
the  above  described  land  must  be  sent 
to  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Cadastral 
Survey,  Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of 


Land  Management,  3380  Americana 
Terrace,  Boise,  Idaho,  83706. 

Dated:  March  12, 1992. 

Gary  T.  Oviatt, 

Acting  Chief  Cadastral  Surveyor  for  Idaho. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6469  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4310-QO-M 

IID-942-02-4730-12] 

Idaho;  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey;  Idaho 

The  plat  of  the  following  described 
land  was  officially  filed  in  the  Idaho 
State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Boise,  Idaho,  effective  9 
a.m.,  March  12, 1992. 

The  plat  representing  the  dependent 
resurvey  of  portions  of  the  east 
boundary,  T.  2  N„  R.  43  E.,  portions  of 
the  north  boundary,  subdivisional  lines 
and  Homestead  Entry  Survey  No.  118, 
and  the  subdivision  of  certain  sections, 
T.  2  N.,  R.  44  E.,  Boise  Meridian,  Idaho, 
Group  No.  763,  was  accepted,  March  10, 
1992. 

This  survey  was  executed  to  meet 
certain  administrative  needs  of  the 
USDA  Forest  Service,  Region  IV, 
Targhee  National  Forest. 

All  inquiries  concerning  the  survey  of 
the  above  described  land  must  be  sent 
to  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Cadastral 
Survey.  Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  3380  Americana 
Terrace,  Boise,  Idaho,  83706. 

Dated:  March  12. 1992. 

Gary  T.  Oviatt, 

Acting  Chief  Cadastral  Surveyor  for  Idaho. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6468  Filed  3-19-92;  8;45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-GQ-M 

[ID-942-02-4730-12] 

Idaho;  Filing  of  Plats  of  Survey 

The  plat  of  the  following  described 
land  was  officially  Hied  in  the  Idaho 
State  Office,  Bureau  of  Land 
Management,  Boise,  Idaho,  effective  9 
a.m.,  March  12, 1992. 

The  plat  representing  the  dependent 
resurvey  of  portions  of  the  north 
boundary  and  subdivisional  lines,  and 
subdivision  of  certain  sections,  T.  2  N., 
R.  43  E.,  Boise  Meridian,  Idaho,  Group 
No.  765,  was  accepted,  March  10, 1992. 

This  survey  was  executed  to  meet 
certain  administrative  needs  of  the 
USDA  Forest  Service,  Region  IV, 
Targhee  National  Forest. 

All  inquiries  concerning  the  survey  of 
the  above  described  land  must  be  sent 
to  the  Chief,  Branch  of  Cadastral 
Survey,  Idaho  State  Office,  Bureau  of 
Land  Management,  3380  Americana 
Terrace,  Boise,  Idaho,  83706. 


Dated:  March  12, 1992. 

Gary  T  Oviatt, 

Acting  Chief  Cadastral  Surveyor  for  Idaho. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6467  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  4310-GG-M 

[iD-943-4214;  IDI-15633] 

Proposed  Continuation  of  Withdrawal; 
Idaho 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  The  Bureau  of  Land 
Management  proposes  that  a  1,063.39 
acre  withdrawal  for  Powersite  Reserve 
No.  106,  continue  for  an  additional  20 
years.  The  land  is  still  needed  for 
waterpower  purposes.  These  lands  will 
remain  closed  to  surface  entry,  but  have 
been  and  would  remain  open  to  mineral 
leasing  and  mining. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  Comments  should  be 
received  on  or  before  June  18, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Larry  R.  Lievsay,  Idaho  State  Office, 
BLM,  3380  Americana  Terrace,  Boise, 
Idaho  83706,  208-384-3166. 

The  Bureau  of  Land  Management 
proposes  that  the  existing  land 
withdrawal  made  by  the  Executive 
Order  dated  July  2, 1910,  for  Powersite 
Reserve  No.  106,  be  continued  for  a 
period  of  20  years  pursuant  to  section 
204  of  the  Federal  Land  Policy  and 
Management  Act  of  1976,  90  Stat.  2751; 
43  U.S.C.  1714,  insofar  as  it  affects  the 
following  described  land: 

Boise  Meridian 
T.  37  N.,  R.  3  W., 

Sec.  25,  lot  8; 

Sec.  26,  lot  3; 

Sec.  27,  lot  1; 

Sec.  32.  lot  1.  NEy4SE*/4  and  SWy4SEV4: 
Sec.  34,  lots  1  and  6. 

T.  36  N..  R.  3  W.. 

Sec.  4,  lots  5  and  6; 

Sec.  5,  lots  9  and  10; 

Sec.  6,  lots  12  and  13  and  NW'ASE'A; 

Sec.  7,  lots  4  to  7  inclusive  and  NEViSEWi. 
T.  37  N.,  R.  2  W.. 

Sec.  28.  lot  4; 

Sec.  29,  lot  8; 

Sec.  30,  lot  1. 

T.  37  N..  R.  1  W.. 

Sec.  31.  lot  2. 

T.  36  N..  R.  1  W., 

Sec.  1,  lot  1; 

Sec.  2,  lot  5; 

Sec.  4,  lots  8  and  9  and  SWViSEVi. 

T.  36  N.,  R.  1  E.. 

Sec.  1.  lot  5; 

Sec.  2,  S  Mi  of  lot  2; 

Sec.  3,  lot  1; 

Sec.  6,  lots  1  to  3  inclusive. 

T.  37  N..  R.  1  E.. 

Sec.  32,  lots  2,  3  and  7. 
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The  areas  described  aggregate  1.063.39 
acres  in  Clearwater  and  NezPerce  counties. 

The  withdrawal  is  essential  for 
protection  of  potential  waterpower 
development.  The  existing  withdrawal 
closes  the  described  land  to  surface 
entry  but  not  to  mineral  leasing  and 
mining.  No  change  in  the  segregative 
effect  or  use  of  the  land  is  proposed  by 
this  action. 

For  a  period  of  90  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments  in 
connection  with  the  proposed 
withdrawal  continuation  may  present 
their  views  in  writing  to  the  Idaho  State 
Director  at  the  above  address. 

The  authorized  officer  of  the  Bureau 
of  Land  Management  will  undertake 
such  investigations  as  necessary  to 
determine  the  existing  and  potential 
demand  for  the  land  and  its  resources.  A 
report  will  also  be  prepared  for 
consideration  by  the  Secretary  of  the 
Interior,  the  President,  and  Congress, 
who  will  determine  whether  or  not  the 
withdrawal  will  be  continued;  and  if  so, 
for  how  long.  The  final  determination  of 
the  withdrawal  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register.  The  existing 
withdrawal  will  continue  until  such  final 
determination  is  made. 

Dated:  March  11, 1992. 

William  E.  Ireland, 

Chief,  Realty  Operations  Section. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6466  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
WLUNQ  CODE  4310-Oa-M 


[NM-930-4214-10;  NMNM  88049] 

Proposed  Withdrawal  and  Opportunity 
for  Public  Meeting;  New  Mexico 

agency:  Bureau  of  Land  Management, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice. 

summary:  The  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture,  Forest 
Service,  has  filed  an  application  to 
withdraw  3,760.08  acres  of  National 
Forest  System  land  for  protection  of  the 
Guadalupe  Canyon  Zoological  Botanical 
Area.  This  notice  closes  the  land  for  up 
to  2  years  from  location  and  entry  under 
the  United  States  mining  laws.  The  land 
will  remain  open  to  all  other  uses  which 
may  by  law  be  made  of  National  Forest 
System  land. 

DATES:  Comments  and  requests  for 
meeting  should  be  received  on  or  before 
June  18, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Comments  and  meeting 
requests  should  be  sent  to  the  New 
Mexico  State  Director,  BLM,  P.O.  Box 
27115,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87502- 
7115. 


FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

Clarence  F.  Hougland,  BLM,  New 
Mexico  State  office,  505-438-7400. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  On 
December  16, 1991,  the  United  States 
Department  of  Agriculture  filed  an 
application  to  withdraw  the  following 
described  National  Forest  System  land 
from  location  and  entry  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights: 

New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian 

Coronado  National  Forest 
T.  33  S.,  R.  21  W., 

Sec.  17,  SWy4SWy4; 

Sec.  18,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  EV^,  and 
Ey2WV4: 

Sec.  19,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  EV^,  and 
EMiWy*: 

Sec.  20,  WViiW^; 

Sec.  29,  WV4: 

Sec.  30,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  EV^,  and 
EMiWVi: 

Sec.  31,  lots  1  to  4,  inclusive,  EV^,  and 
EViiWyi. 

T.  33  S.,  R.  22  W., 

Sec.  24,  SEy4SEy4: 

Sec.  25.  EVi: 

Sec.  36.  E%. 

The  area  described  contains  3,760.08  acres 
in  Hidalgo  County. 

For  a  period  of  90  days  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice,  all  persons 
who  wish  to  submit  comments, 
suggestions,  or  objections  in  connection 
with  the  proposed  withdrawal  may 
present  their  views  in  writing  to  the 
New  Mexico  State  Director  of  the 
Bureau  of  Land  Management. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  an 
opportunity  for  a  public  meeting  is 
afforded  in  connection  with  the 
proposed  withdrawal.  All  interested 
persons  who  desire  a  public  meeting  for 
the  purpose  of  being  heard  on  the 
proposed  withdrawal  must  submit  a 
written  request  to  the  New  Mexico  State 
Director  within  90  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  this  notice.  Upon 
determination  by  the  authorized  officer 
that  a  public  meeting  will  be  held,  a 
notice  of  time  and  place  will  be 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  at 
least  30  days  before  the  scheduled  date 
of  the  meeting. 

The  application  will  be  processed  in 
accordance  with  the  regulations  set 
forth  in  43  CFR  part  2300. 

For  a  period  of  2  years  from  the  date 
of  publication  of  this  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register,  the  land  will  be 
segregated  as  specified  above  unless  the 
application  is  denied  or  canceled  or  the 
withdrawal  is  approved  prior  to  that 
date.  The  temporary  uses  which  will  be 
permitted  during  this  segregative  period 
are  any  land  uses,  except  location  under 
the  mining  laws,  permitted  by  the  Forest 
Service  under  existing  laws  and 


regulations  including,  but  not  limited  to, 
necessary  protection  for  the  flora  and 
fauna  and  threatened  and  endangered 
plants  and  animals. 

Dated:  March  11. 1992. 

Larry  L.  Woodard, 

State  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6464  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BIUJNO  CODE  4310-FB-M 


Fish  and  Wildlife  Service 

Availability  of  Draft  Recovery  Plan  for 
Lepidium  Bamebyanum  (Bameby 
Ridge-Cress),  A  Utah  Plant,  for  Review 
and  Comment 

agency:  Fish  and  Wildlife  Service, 
Interior. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  document  availability. 

summary:  The  U.S.  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service  (Service)  announces  the 
availability  for  public  review  of  the  draft 
recovery  plan  for  Lepidium 
bamebyanum  (Bameby  ridge-cress),  a 
species  of  mustard  from  Indian  Creek 
Canyon  in  the  Uinta  Basin  of 
northeastern  Utah.  This  species  is 
known  from  only  one  population  along 
shale  ridge  tops  south  of  the  town  of 
Duchesne,  Utah.  The  Service  solicits 
review  and  comment  from  the  public  on 
this  draft  recovery  plan. 

DATES:  Comments  on  the  draft  recovery 
plan  must  be  received  on  or  before  May 
19, 1992  to  ensure  they  receive 
consideration  by  the  Service. 
ADDRESSES:  Persons  wishing  to  review 
the  draft  recovery  plan  may  obtain  a 
copy  by  contacting  the  Field  Supervisor, 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Enhancement.  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  2060 
Administration  Building,  1745  West  1700 
South,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84104,  (801) 
524-4430  or  (FTS)  588-4430.  Written 
comments  and  materials  regarding  this 
plan  should  be  sent  to  the  Field 
Supervisor  at  the  Salt  Lake  City  address 
given  above.  Comments  and  materials 
received  are  available  on  request  for 
public  inspection,  by  appointment, 
during  normal  business  hours  at  the 
above  address. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 

John  L.  England,  Botanist,  (801)  524-4430 
or  (FTS)  588-4430  (see  ADDRESSES 
above), 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 
Background 

Restoring  an  endangered  or 
threatened  animal  or  plan  to  the  point 
where  it  is  again  a  secure,  self- 
sustaining  member  of  its  ecosystem  is  a 
primary  goal  of  the  U.S.  Fish  and 
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Wildlife  Service’s  (Service)  endangered 
species  program.  To  help  guide  the 
recovery  effort,  the  Service  is  woricing  to 
prepare  recovery  plans  for  most  of  the 
listed  species  native  to  the  United 
States.  Recovery  plans  describe  actions 
considered  necessary  for  conservation 
of  the  species,  establish  criteria  for 
recovery  levels  for  downlisting  or 
delisting  them,  and  estimate  time  and 
cost  for  implementing  the  recovery 
measures  needed. 

The  Endangered  Species  Act  of  1973 
(Act),  as  amended  (16  U.S.C.  1531  et 
s«7.)  requires  the  development  of 
recovery  plans  for  listed  species  unless 
such  a  plan  would  not  promote  the 
conservation  of  a  particular  species. 
Section  4(f)  of  the  Act,  as  amended  in 
1988,  requires  that  public  notice  and  an 
opportunity  for  public  review  and 
comment  be  provided  during  recovery 
plan  development.  The  Service  will 
consider  all  information  presented 
during  a  public  comment  period  prior  to 
approval  of  each  new  or  revised 
recovery  plan.  The  Service  and  other 
Federal  Agencies  also  will  take  these 
comments  into  account  in  the  course  of 
implementing  recovery  plans  when 
approved. 

Lepidium  bamebyanum  was  listed 
under  the  Act  as  an  endangered  species 
on  September  28, 1990  (55  FR  39860),  due 
to  current  and  potential  threats  to  the 
species’  population  and  habitat,  as  a 
consequence  of  current  and  potential 
habitat  destruction  from  off-road  vehicle 
and  oil  and  gas  development  in  its 
limited  habitat.  Initial  recovery  efforts 
will  focus  on  protecting  the  species’ 
population  and  habitat  from  habitat- 
destroying  activities,  through  the  section 
7  responsibilities  of  Federal  Agencies,  to 
ensure  the  conservation  of  the  species 
and  section  9  prohibitions  of  the  Act  for 
plan  species  on  Indian  lands,  and 
assisting  in  maintenance  of  the  species’ 
habitat  through  cooperative  efforts  with 
the  Ute  Indian  Tribe.  The  species’  entire 
known  habitat  is  on  the  Uintah  and 
Ouray  Reservation  of  the  Ute  Indian 
Tribe.  Additional  recovery  efforts  will 
focus  on  habitat  inventory  and  minimum 
viable  population  studies.  The  initial 
goal  of  the  recovery  plan  is  to  prevent 
the  extirpation  of  the  species. 
Downlisting  of  the  species  to  threatened 
status  is  a  long-term  goal. 

Public  Conunents  Solicited 

The  Service  solicits  written  comments 
on  the  Lepidium  bamebyanum  Recovery 
Plan.  All  comments  received  by  the  date 
specified  in  the  DATES  section  will  be 
considered  prior  to  approval  of  the 
Recovery  Plan. 


Authority:  The  authority  for  this  action  is 
section  4(f)  of  the  Endangered  Species  Act.  16 
U.S.C.  1533(f). 

Dated;  March  10. 1992. 

Galen  L  Buterbaugh, 

Regional  Director. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6463  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am] 

BHUNQ  CODE  4S10-M-M 

National  Park  Sarvica 

agency:  National  Park  Service,  Interior. 
ACTION:  Public  Notice. 

SUMMARY:  Public  notice  is  hereby  given 
that  the  National  Park  Service  proposes 
to  negotiate  a  concession  contract  with 
the  Mount  Rushmore  Mountain 
Company,  Inc.,  authorizing  it  to  continue 
to  provide  food  and  beverage, 
merchandising,  and  other  visitor 
facilities  and  services  for  the  public  at 
Mount  Rushmore  National  Memorial  in 
South  Dakota  for  a  period  of  ten  (10) 
years  from  January  1, 1993,  through 
December  31,  2002. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  May  22, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Interested  parties  should 
contact  the  Regional  Director,  Rocky 
Mountain  Region,  12795  W.  Alameda 
Parkway,  P.O.  Box  25287,  Denver, 
Colorado  80225,  for  information  as  to  the 
requirements  of  the  proposed  contract. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

proposed  contract  requires  a 
construction  and  improvement  program. 
The  construction  and  improvement 
program  required  has  been  addressed  in 
the  National  Environmental  Policy  Act 
document  dated  March  3, 1990,  and 
amended  October  4, 1990,  amending  the 
General  Management  Plan  for  Mount 
Rushmore  National  Memorial. 

The  foregoing  concessioner  has 
performed  its  obligations  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  Secretary  under  an 
existing  contract  which  expired  by 
limitation  of  time  on  February  28, 1991, 
and  therefore  pursuant  to  the  provisions 
of  section  5  of  the  Act  of  October  9. 1965 
(79  Stat.  969: 16  U.S.C.  20).  is  entitled  to 
be  given  preference  in  the  renewal  of 
the  contract  and  in  the  negotiation  of  a 
new  contract  as  defined  in  36  CFR  51.5. 

The  Secretary  will  consider  and 
evaluate  all  proposals  received  as  a 
result  of  this  notice.  Any  proposal, 
including  that  of  the  existing 
concessioner,  must  be  received  by  the 
Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region,  12795  W.  Alameda  Parkway, 
P.O.  Box  25287,  Denver,  Colorado  80225 
not  later  than  the  sixtieth  (60th)  day 
following  publication  of  this  notice  to  be 
considered  and  evaluated. 


Dated:  February  6, 1992. 

Boyd  Evison, 

Acting  Regional  Director,  Rocky  Mountain 
Region. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6559  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  4310-70-M 


INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  No.  AB-S5:  Sub  tK416Xl 

CSX  Transportation,  Inc.— 
Abandonment  Exemption— In  Polk 
County,  FL 

Applicant  has  filed  a  notice  of 
exemption  under  49  CFR  1152  Subpart 
F — Exempt  Abandonments  to  abandon 
its  0.9-mile  line  of  railroad  between 
mileposts  SV-862.43  and  SV-863.37,  in 
West  Lake  Wales,  Polk  County.  FL. 

Applicant  has  certified  that:  (1)  No 
local  traffic  has  moved  over  the  line  for 
at  least  2  years:  (2)  any  overhead  traffic 
on  the  line  can  be  rerouted  over  other 
lines:  and  (3)  no  formal  complaint  filed 
by  a  user  of  rail  service  on  the  line  (or  a 
State  or  local  government  entity  acting 
on  behalf  of  such  user)  regarding 
cessation  of  service  over  the  line  either 
is  pending  with  the  Commission  or  with 
any  U.S.  District  Court  or  has  been 
decided  in  favor  of  the  complainant 
within  the  2-year  period.  The 
appropriate  State  agency  has  been 
notified  in  writing  at  least  10  days  prior 
to  the  filing  of  this  notice. 

As  a  condition  to  use  this  exemption, 
any  employee  affected  by  the 
abandonment  shall  be  protected  under 
Oregon  Short  Line  R.  Co. — 
Abandonment — Goshen.  360  I.C.C.  91 
(1979).  To  address  whether  this 
condition  adequately  protects  affected 
employees,  a  petition  for  partial 
revocation  under  49  U.S.C.  10505(d) 
must  be  filed. 

Provided  no  formal  expression  of 
intent  to  file  an  offer  of  financial 
assistance  has  been  received,  this 
exemption  will  be  effective  on  April  19. 
1992  (unless  stayed).  Petitions  to  stay 
that  do  not  involve  environmental 
issues,*  formal  expressions  of  intent  to 

'  A  stay  will  be  routinely  issues  by  the 
Commission  in  those  proceedings  where  an 
informed  decision  on  environmental  issues  (whether 
raised  by  a  party  or  by  the  Section  of  Energy  and 
Environment  in  its  independent  investigation) 
cannot  be  made  prior  to  the  effective  date  of  the 
notice  of  exemption.  See  Exemption  of  Out-of- 
Service  Rail  Lines.  5  l.C.C.2d  377  (1989).  Any  entity 
seeking  a  stay  involving  environmental  concerns  is 
encouraged  to  file  its  request  as  soon  as  possible  in 
order  to  permit  this  Commission  to  review  and  act 
on  the  request  before  the  effective  date  of  this 
exemption. 
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file  an  offer  of  financial  assistance 
under  49  CFR  1152.27(c)(2).*  and  trail 
use/rail  banking  statements  under  49 
CFR  1152.29  must  be  filed  by  March  30, 
1992.®  Petitions  to  reopen  or  request  for 
public  use  conditions  under  49  CFR 
1152.28  must  be  filed  by  April  9, 1992, 
with: 

Office  of  the  Secretary,  Case  Control  Branch, 

Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 

Washington,  DC  20423. 

A  copy  of  any  petition  Hied  with  the 
Commission  should  be  sent  to 
applicant’s  representative: 

Charles  M.  Rosenberger,  CSX  Transportation, 

Inc.,  500  Water  Street  )150,  Jacksonville,  FL 

32202. 

If  the  notice  of  exemption  contains 
false  or  misleading  information,  use  of 
the  exemption  is  void  ab  initio. 

Applicant  has  filed  an  environmental 
report  which  addresses  environmental 
or  energy  impacts,  if  any,  from  this 
abandonment. 

The  Section  of  Energy  and 
Environment  (SEE)  will  prepare  an 
environmental  assessment  (EA).  SEE 
will  issue  the  EA  by  March  25, 1992. 
Interested  persons  may  obtain  a  copy  of 
the  EA  from  SEE  by  writing  to  it  (Room 
3219,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
Washington,  DC  20423)  or  by  calling 
Elaine  Kaiser,  Chief,  SEE  at  (202)  927- 
6248.  Comments  on  environmental  and 
energy  concerns  must  be  filed  within  15 
days  after  the  EA  becomes  available  to 
the  public. 

Environmental,  public  use,  or  trail 
use /rail  banking  conditions  will  be 
imposed,  where  appropriate,  in  a 
subsequent  decision. 

Decided:  March  16, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  David  M.  Konschnik, 
Director,  Office  of  Proceedings. 

Sidney  L.  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6515  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


IDocket  No.  AB-117;  Sub  5A] 

Elgin,  Joliet  &  Eastern  Railway 
Company— Abandonment— Hammond 
Branch  in  Hammond,  IN;  Findings 

The  Commission  has  issued  a 
certificate  authorizing  Elgin.  Joliet  and 
Eastern  Railway  Company  to  abandon  a 
0.81-mile  segment  of  its  Hammond 
Branch  from  a  point  west  of  Calumet 
Avenue  to  a  point  near  Columbia 
Avenue  in  Hammond,  IN.  The 
abandonment  certificate  will  become 


*  See  Exempt,  of  Rail  Abandonment — Offers  of 
Finan.  Assist.,  4  l.C.C.2d  164  (1987). 

’  The  Commission  will  accept  a  late-Hled  trail  use 
statement  as  long  as  it  retains  jurisdiction  to  do  so. 


effective  on  April  19, 1992,  unless  the 
Commission  also  finds  that: 

(1)  A  financially  responsible  person 
has  offered  financial  assistance  (through 
subsidy  or  purchase)  to  enable  the  rail 
service  to  be  continued:  and 

(2)  It  is  likely  that  the  assistance 
would  fully  compensate  the  railroad. 

Any  financial  assistance  offered  must 
be  nied  with  the  Commission  and 
served  on  the  applicant  no  later  than 
March  30, 1992.  'The  following  notation 
must  be  typed  in  bold  face  on  the  lower 
left-hand  comer  of  the  envelope:  "Rail 
Section  AB-OFA."  Any  offer  previously 
made  must  be  remade  within  this  10-day 
period. 

Information  and  procedures  regarding 
financial  assistance  for  continued  rail 
service  are  contained  in  49  U.S.C.  10905 
and  49  CFR  1152.27. 

Decided:  March  11, 1992. 

By  the  Commission,  Chairman  Philbin,  Vice 
Chairman  McDonald,  Commissioners 
Simmons,  Phillips,  and  Emmett. 

Sidney  L  Strickland,  Jr., 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6514  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  7035-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Employment  and  Training 
Administration 

Job  Training  Partnership  Act  Youth 
Apprenticeship  Research  and 
Demonstration  Project 

agency:  Employment  and  Training 
Administration.  Labor. 
action:  Notice  of  availability  of  funds 
and  of  solicitation  for  grant  applications 
(SGA);  withdrawal  of  solicitation. 

summary:  On  March  10, 1992,  the 
Employment  and  Training 
Administration  published  a  notice  in  the 
Federal  Register  announcing  the 
availability  of  funds  and  of  a  solicitation 
for  grant  applications  (SGA)  (SGA/DAA 
92-006)  for  a  Youth  Apprenticeship 
Research  and  Demonstration  Project  (FR 
Doc.  92-5564,  57  FR  8493).  ETA  has 
determined  that  further  time  is  needed 
to  refine  the  SGA,  and.  therefore,  is 
withdrawing  its  availability  at  this  time. 
A  new  notice  of  availability  is  expected 
to  be  published  in  the  near  future. 
Requests  for  copies  of  the  SGA  received 
in  response  to  the  March  10, 1992,  notice 
will  be  returned. 

Accordingly,  FR  Doc.  92-5564,  57  FR 
8493  (March  10, 1992),  is  withdrawn. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Laura  Cesario.  Telephone:  (202)  535- 
8702. 


Signed  at  Washington.  DC,  this  13th  day  of 
March,  1992. 

Robert  D.  Parker, 

ETA  Grant  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6506  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  amj 
BILUNG  CODE  4510-30-M 


Employment  Standards  Administration 

Wage  and  Hour  Division 

Minimum  Wages  for  Federal  and 
Federally  Assisted  Construction; 
Generai  Wage  Determination 
Decisions 

General  wage  determination  decisions 
of  the  Secretary  of  Labor  are  issued  in 
accordance  with  applicable  law  and  are 
based  on  the  information  obtained  by 
the  Department  of  Labor  from  its  study 
of  local  wage  conditions  and  data  made 
available  from  other  sources.  They 
specify  the  basic  hourly  wage  rates  and 
fringe  benefits  which  are  determined  to 
be  prevailing  for  the  described  classes 
of  laborers  and  mechanics  employed  on 
construction  projects  of  a  similar 
character  and  in  the  localities  specified 
therein. 

The  determinations  in  these  decisions 
of  prevailing  rates  and  fringe  benefits 
have  been  made  in  accordance  with  29 
CFR  part  1,  by  authority  of  the  Secretary 
of  Labor  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Davis-Bacon  Act  of  March  3, 1931,  as 
amended  (46  Stat.  1494,  as  amended,  40 
U.S.C.  276a)  and  of  other  Federal 
statutes  referred  to  in  29  CFR  part  1, 
appendix,  as  well  as  such  additional 
statutes  as  may  from  time  to  time  be 
enacted  containing  provisions  for  the 
payment  of  wages  determined  to  be 
prevailing  by  the  Secretary  of  Labor  in 
accordance  with  the  Davis-Bacon  Act. 
The  prevailing  rates  and  fringe  benefits 
determined  in  these  decisions  shall,  in 
accordance  with  the  provisions  of  the 
foregoing  statutes,  constitute  the 
minimum  wages  payable  on  Federal  and 
federally  assisted  construction  projects 
to  laborers  and  mechanics  of  the 
specified  classes  engaged  on  contract 
work  of  the  character  and  in  the 
localities  described  therein. 

Good  cause  is  hereby  found  for  not 
utilizing  notice  and  public  comment 
procedure  thereon  prior  to  the  issuance 
of  these  determinations  as  prescribed  in 
5  U.S.C.  553  and  not  providing  for  delay 
in  the  effective  date  aa  prescribed  in 
that  section,  because  the  necessity  to 
issue  current  construction  industry  wage 
determinations  frequently  and  in  large 
volume  causes  procedures  to  be 
impractical  and  contrary  to  the  public 
interest. 
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General  wage  determination 
decisions,  and  modifications  and 
supersedes  decisions  thereto,  contain  no 
expiration  dates  and  are  effective  from 
their  date  of  notice  in  the  Federal 
Register,  or  on  the  date  written  notice  is 
received  by  the  agency,  whichever  is 
earlier.  These  decisions  are  to  be  used 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  29 
CFR  parts  1  and  5.  Accordingly,  the 
applicable  decision,  together  with  any 
modifications  issued,  must  be  made  a 
part  of  every  contract  for  performance 
of  the  described  work  within  the 
geographic  area  indicated  as  required  by 
an  applicable  Federal  prevailing  wage 
law  and  29  CFR  part  5.  The  wage  rates 
and  fringe  beneHts,  notice  of  w^ich  is 
publish^  herein,  and  which  are 
contained  in  the  Government  Printing 
Office  (GPO)  document  entitled 
“General  Wage  Determinations  Issued 
Under  The  Davis-Bacon  And  Related 
Acts,"  shall  be  the  minimum  paid  by 
contractors  and  subcontractors  to 
laborers  and  mechanics. 

Any  person,  organization,  or 
governmental  agency  having  an  interest 
in  the  rates  determined  as  prevailing  is 
encouraged  to  submit  wage  rate  and 
fringe  benefit  information  for 
consideration  by  the  Department. 

Further  information  and  self- 
explanatory  forms  for  the  purpose  of 
submitting  this  data  may  be  obtained  by 
writing  to  the  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
Employment  Standards  Administration, 
Wage  and  Hour  Division,  Division  of 
Wage  Determinations,  200  Constitution 
Avenue  NW.,  room  S-3014,  Washington. 
DC202ia 

New  General  Wage  Determination 
Decisions 

The  numbers  of  the  decisions  added 
to  the  Government  Printing  OfHce 
document  entitled  “General  Wage 
Determinations  Issued  Under  the  Davis- 
Bacon  and  Related  Acts”  are  listed  by 
Volume,  State,  and  page  numbers(8}. 

Volume  I 

Vermont:  ' 

VT91-6  (Mar.  20.  1992) .  p.Ail. 

Modifications  to  General  Wage 
Determination  Decisions 

The  numbers  of  the  decisions  listed  in 
the  Government  Printing  Office 
document  entitled  “General  Wage 
Determinations  Issued  Under  the  Davis- 
Bacon  and  Related  Acts"  being  modified 
are  listed  by  Volume,  State,  and  page 
number(s).  Dates  of  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  are  in  parentheses 
following  the  decisions  being  modified. 


Volume  / 

Florida: 

FL91-17  (Feb.  22. 1991) -  p.  141.  pp. 

142-143. 

Massachusetts: 

MA91-1  (Feb.  22. 1991) _  p.  421,  p.  433. 

MA91-3  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  453,  pp. 

454-455. 

New  York: 

NY91-2  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  777,  pp. 

778-796a. 

NY91-20  (Feb.  22, 1991) -  p.  949,  p.  952. 

Vermont 

VT91-4  (Feb.  22. 1991) . .  p.  All. 

Virginia: 

VA91-14  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

Volume  II 

Illinois: 

1L91-1  (Feb.  22, 1991) .  p.  69,  pp.  70- 

72. 

Missouri: 

MC)91-1  (Feb.  22. 1991) _  p.  651,  pp. 

654,  663- 
664. 

M091-2  (Feb.  22, 1991) -  p.  673,  pp. 

675,  678- 
679. 

Wisconsin: 

WI91-19  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  1285,  pp. 

1280-1300. 

Volume  in 

Alaska: 

AK91-1  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

AZ91-2  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

California: 

CA91-2  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

CA91-4  (Feb.  22, 1991) _  p.  All. 

Idaho: 

ID91-1  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

Montana: 

MT91-6  (Feb.  22. 1901)...„ .  p.  All. 

MT91-7  (Feb.  22, 1991) _  p.  All. 

MT91-8  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  All. 

Oregon: 

OR91-1  (Feb.  22. 1991) .  p.  371,  pp. 

372-375. 


General  Wage  Determination 
Publication 

General  wage  determinations  issued 
under  the  Davis-Bacon  and  related  Acts, 
including  those  noted  above,  may  be 
found  in  the  Government  Printing  Office 
(GPO)  document  entitled  “General 
Wage  Determinations  Issued  Under  The 
Davis-Bacon  And  Related  Acts”.  This 
publication  is  available  at  each  of  the  50 
Regional  Government  Depository 
Libraries  and  many  of  the  1,400 
Government  Depository  Libraries  across 
the  country.  Subscriptions  may  be 
purchased  from:  Superintendent  of 
Documents,  U.S.  Government  Printing 
Office,  Washington,  DC  20402,  (202)  783- 
3238. 

When  ordering  subscription(s),  be 
sure  to  sjjecify  the  State(s)  of  interest, 
since  subscriptions  may  be  ordered  by 
any  or  all  of  the  three  separate  volumes, 
arranged  by  State.  Subscriptions  include 


an  annual  edition  (issued  on  or  about 
January  1)  which  includes  all  current 
general  wage  determinations  for  the 
States  covered  by  each  volume. 
Throughout  the  remainder  of  the  year, 
regular  weekly  updates  will  be 
distributed  to  subscribers. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC  this  13th  day  of 
March  1992. 

Alan  L.  Moss, 

Director,  Division  of  Wage  Determinations. 
|FR  Doc.  92-6323  Filed  3-1&-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  4510-27-M 


NATIONAL  SCIENCE  FOUNDATION 

Advisory  Panel  for  Cultural 
Anthropology;  Meeting 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463, 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meeting. 

Name:  Advisory  Panel  for  Cultural 
Anthropology. 

Date  and  Time:  April  9. 1992. 9  a.m.-5  p.m.. 
April  10, 1992. 9  a.m.-5  p.m. 

Place:  Room  500-C.  National  Science 
Foundation.  1110  Vermont  Ave,  Washington. 
DC  20550. 

Type  of  Meeting:  Closed. 

Contact  Person:  Dr.  Stuart  Plattner, 

Pn^ram  Ehrector  for  Cultural  Anthropology, 
room  320,  National  Science  Foundation, 
Washington,  DC  20550  Telephone  (202)  357- 
7804. 

Purpose  of  Meeting:  To  provide  advice  and 
recommendations  concerning  proposals 
submitted  to  NSF  for  financial  support. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate 
unsolicited  proposals  submitted  to  the 
Anthropology  Program. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  proposals  being 
reviewed  include  information  of  a  proprietary 
or  confidential  nature,  including  technical 
information;  financial  data,  such  as  salaries; 
and  personal  information  concerning 
individuals  associated  with  the  proposals. 
These  matters  are  exempt  under  5  U.S.C.  552 
b.  (c)  (4)  and  (6)  of  the  Government  in  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  March  16, 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler, 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6535  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  7S5S-01-M 


Meetings 

In  accordance  with  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463. 
as  amended),  the  National  Science 
Foundation  announces  the  following 
meetings: 

Name:  Special  Emphasis  Panel  in 
Mechanical  and  St.'MCtural  Systems. 
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Date  and  Time:  April  2-3, 1992;  8:30  ajn.  to 
5  p.Ri. 

Place:  NSF,  rm.  540, 1800  G  St..  NW.. 
Washington,  DC. 

Agen^:  Review  and  evaluate  National 
Science  Foundation  Young  Investigator 
nominations. 

Date  and  Time;  April  15-17. 1992;  8:30  a  jn. 
to  5  p.m. 

Place:  Rm.  540,  NSF,  1800  G  SL  NW„ 
Washington,  DC. 

Agenda:  To  review  and  evaluate  Materials 
Synthesis  and  Processing  Proposals. 

Contact  Persons:  Huseyin  Sehitoglu  or 
Jerome  Sackman.  Program  Directors. 
Mechanics  and  Materials  Program,  room 
1108,  NSF.  Washington.  DC  20550.  Telephone: 
(202J  357-9542. 

Purpose  of  Meetings:  To  provide  advice 
and  recommendations  to  the  Division  of 
Mechanical  and  Structural  Systems 
concerning  proposals  submitted  to  the 
Division  for  financial  support. 

Type  of  Meetings:  Closed. 

Reason  for  Closing:  The  nominations  and 
proposals  being  reviewed  include  information 
of  a  proprietary  or  confidential  nature, 
including  technical  information;  Hnancral 
data,  su^  as  salaries;  and  personal 
information  concerning  individuals 
associated  with  the  nominations  and 
proposals.  These  matters  are  exempt  under  5 
U.S.C.  552  b(c]  (4)  and  [6)  of  the  Government 
in  the  Sunshine  Act. 

Dated:  March  17. 1992. 

M.  Rebecca  Winkler. 

Committee  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Do&  92-6534  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
WLLINO  CODE  7SSS-01-M 

NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

GE  Nuclear  Energy;  Receipt  of 
Application  for  Design  Certification 

On  September  29. 1987,  GE  Nuclear 
Energy  (GE)  filed  an  application 
pursuant  to  section  103  of  the  Atomic 
Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended,  and  10 
CFR  part  50,  appendix  O  which  sought 
design  certification  of  the  Advanced 
Boiling  Water  Reactor  (ABWR),  in 
accordance  with  10  CFR  part  50. 
appendix  O.  Subsequently,  on  May  18. 
19ra,  10  CFR  part  52  was  adopted. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the 
Commission)  has  received  a  request 
from  GE  dated  December  20, 1991,  to 
have  their  application  for  design 
certification  of  the  ABWR  under 
amendment  O  of  10  CFR  part  50.  as 
supplemented  by  amendments  1  through 
19.  be  considered  as  an  application  for 
design  certification  pursuant  to  10  CFR 
part  52. 

A  copy  of  the  application,  as 
amended,  is  available  for  public 
inspection  at  the  Commission's  Public 
Document  Room.  The  Gelman  Building. 


2120  L  Street  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
Previous  correspondence  on  this 
application  is  bled  under  docket  number 
50-605.  The  new  docket  number 
established  for  this  application  is  52- 
001.  A  notice  relating  to  the  rulemaking 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  52.51  for  design 
certification  including  provisions  for 
participation  of  the  public  and  other 
parties  will  be  published  at  the 
appropriate  time  in  the  future. 

Dated  at  Rockville,  Maryland  this  13th  day 
of  March.  1992. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission, 
ferry  N.  WRson, 

Acting  Director,  Standardization  Project 
Directorate,  Division  of  Advanced  Reactors 
and  Special  Projects.  Office  of  Nuclear 
Reactor  Regulation. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6537  Filed  3-19-92;  6:45  aafi) 

BILLMQ  COOC  7990-»MI 


OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

Office  of  Federal  Procurement  PoNcy 

RevMon  of  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  (0MB)  Circular  No.  A-t19, 
Request  for  PubUc  Comment 

agency:  Office  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy,  C^IB. 

action:  OMB  is  requesting  comments  on 
Circular  No.  A-119.  “Federal 
Participation  in  the  Development  and 
Use  of  Voluntary  Standards."  This 
Circular  is  being  revised  to  foster 
greater  agency  use  of  voluntary 
standards,  particularly  in  light  of 
recently  stated  national  objectives,  and 
to  increase  the  effectiveness  of  the 
Circular. 

summary:  OMB  Circular  No.  A-119 
provides  policies  on  Federal  use  of 
private  standards,  and  agency 
participation  in  voluntary  standard 
bodies  and  standards-developing 
groups.  Participation  in  such  groups 
should  occur  when  it  is  in  the  public 
interest  and  is  compatible  with  agencies' 
missions,  authorities,  priorities,  and 
budget  resources. 

As  part  of  the  Circular  A-119  review 
process,  we  would  welcome  comments 
on  all  aspects  of  the  Circular  and  its 
implementation. 

DATES:  Comments  must  be  received  on 
or  before  April  20, 1992. 

ADDRESSES:  Written  comments  should 
be  sent  to  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget,  Ofbee  of  Federal  Procurement 
Policy,  725 17th  Street,  NW. — suite  9001, 
Washington,  DC  20503. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Chris  Jordan,  Policy  Analyst.  Office  of 
Federal  Procurement  Policy,  725 17th 


Street.  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Telephone  (202)  395-6810. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION;  The 

following  is  a  brief  summary  of  the 
changes  proposed  in  the  draft  revision 
of  OMB  Circular  A-119: 

(1)  Clarification  of  existing 
Administration  policy  in  the  areas  of 
international  standards  and  conformity 
assessment  procedures; 

(2)  Incorporation  of  recently  stated 
national  goals  and  objectives  in  the 
areas  of  metrication  and  the  use  of 
environmentally  sound  and  energy 
efficient  standards;  and 

(3)  Strengthening  of  the  reporting  and 
other  medianisms  to  ensure  full 
implementation  of  this  Qrcular, 
including  the  designation  of  a  Standards 
Executive  within  each  agency  who  will 
be  responsible  for  implementing  the 
Circular  as  well  as  developing  certain 
agency  reports. 

New  or  revised  parts  of  the  Circular 
appear  in  italics  in  the  text  of  the 
Circular. 

Dated:  March  17. 1992. 

AHan  V.  Bunnan. 

Administrator. 

Circular  No.  A-119 
Revised 

To  the  Heads  of  Executive  Departments  and 
Establishments 

Subject:  Federal  Participation  in  the 
Development  and  use  of  Voluntary 
Standards. 

1.  Purpose.  The  Circular  establishes  policy 
to  be  followed  by  executive  agencies  in 
working  with  voluntary  standards  bodies.  It 
also  establishes  policy  to  be  followed  by 
executive  branch  agencies  in  adopting  and 
using  voluntary  standards. 

2.  Rescissions.  This  Qrcular  supersedes 
OMB  Circular  No.  A-119,  dated  (^tober  26, 
1982.  which  is  rescinded. 

3.  Background.  Government  functions  often 
involve  products  or  services  that  must  meet 
reliable  standards.  Many  such  standards, 
appropriate  or  adaptable  for  the 
Government's  purposes,  are  available  from 
private  voluntary  standards  bodies. 
Government  participation  in  the  standards- 
related  activities  of  these  voluntary  bodies 
provides  incentives  and  opportunities  to 
establish  standards  that  serve  national 
needs,  and  the  adtqition  of  voluntary  bodies 
provides  incentives  and  opportunities  to 
establish  standards  that  serve  national 
needs,  and  the  adoption  of  voluntary 
standards,  whenever  practicable  and 
appropriate,  eliminates  the  cost  to  the 
Government  of  developing  its  owm  standards. 
Adoption  of  voluntary  standards  also 
furthers  the  policy  of  reliance  upon  the 
private  sector  to  supply  Government  needs 
for  goods  and  services,  as  enunciated  in  OMB 
Circular  No.  A-76.  "Performance  of 
Commerda)  Activities." 

4.  Applicability.  This  Circular  applies  to  all 
Executive  agency  participation  in  voluntary 
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standards  activities,  domestic  and 
international,  but  not  to  activities  carried  out 
pursuant  to  treaties  and  international 
standardization  agreements. 

5.  Definitions.  As  used  in  this  Circular: 

a.  Executive  agency  (hereinafter  referred  to 
as  “agency")  means  any  executive 
department,  independent  commission,  board, 
bureau,  office,  agency.  Government-owned  or 
controlled  corporation  or  other  establishment 
of  the  Federal  Government,  including 
regulatory  commission  or  board.  It  does  not 
include  the  legislative  or  judicial  branches  of 
the  Federal  Government. 

b.  Standard  means  a  prescribed  set  of 
rules,  conditions,  or  requirements  concerned 
with  the  definition  of  terms;  classification  of 
components;  delineation  of  procedures, 
including  conformity  assessment  procedures; 
specification  of  dimensions,  materials, 
performance,  design,  or  operations; 
measurement  of  quality  and  quantity  in 
describing  materials,  products,  systems, 
services,  or  practices;  or  descriptions  of  fit 
and  measurement  of  size. 

c.  Voluntary  Standards  are  established 
generally  by  private  sector  bodies,  both 
domestic  and  international,  and  are  available 
for  use  by  any  person  or  organization,  private 
or  governmental.  The  term  includes  what  are 
commonly  referred  to  as  "industry 
standards”  as  well  as  “consensus  standards", 
but  does  not  Include  professional  standards 
of  personal  conduct,  institutional  codes  of 
ethics,  private  standards  of  individual  firms, 
or  standards  mandated  by  law,  such  as  those 
contained  in  the  United  States  Pharmacopeia 
and  the  National  Formulary,  as  referenced  in 
21  U.S.C.  351. 

d.  Government  Standards  include 
individual  agency  standards  and 
specifications  as  well  as  Federal  and  Military 
standards  and  specifications. 

e.  Voluntary  standards  bodies  are  private 
sector  domestic  or  international 
organizations — such  as  nonprofit 
organizations,  industry  associations, 
professional  and  technical  societies, 
institutes,  or  groups,  and  recognized  test 
laboratories — that  plan,  develop,  establish,  or 
coordinate  voluntary  standards. 

f.  Standards-developing  groups  are 
committees,  boards,  or  any  other  principal 
subdivisions  of  voluntary  standards  bodies, 
established  by  such  bodies  for  the  purpose  of 
developing,  revising,  or  reviewing  standards, 
and  which  are  bound  by  the  procedures  of 
those  bodies. 

g.  Adoption  means  the  use  of  the  latest 
edition  of  a  voluntary  standard  in  whole,  in 
part,  or  by  reference  for  procurement 
purposes  and  the  inclusion  of  the  latest 
edition  of  a  voluntary  standard  in  whole,  in 
part,  or  by  reference  in  regulation(s). 

h.  Secretary  means  the  Secretary  of 
Commerce  or  that  Secretary's  designee. 

6.  Policy.  It  is  the  policy  of  the  Federal 
Government  in  its  procurement  and 
regulatory  activities  to: 

a.  Rely  on  voluntary  standards,  both 
domestic  and  international,  whenever 
feasible  and  consistent  with  law  and 
regulation  pursuant  to  law; 

b.  Participate  in  voluntary  standards 
bodies  when  such  participation  is  in  the 
public  interest  and  is  compatible  with 


agencies'  missions,  authorities,  priorities,  and 
budget  resources;  and 

c.  Coordinate  agency  participation  in 
voluntary  standards  bodies  so  that  (1)  the 
most  effective  use  is  made  of  agency 
resources  and  representatives;  and  (2)  the 
views  expressed  by  such  representatives  are 
in  the  public  interest  and,  as  a  minimum,  do 
not  conflict  with  the  interests  and  established 
views  of  the  agencies. 

7.  Policy  Guidelines.  In  implementing  the 
policy  established  by  this  Circular,  agencies 
should  recognize  the  positive  contribution  of 
standards  development  and  related  activities. 
When  properly  conducted,  standards 
development  can  increase  productivity  and 
efficiency  in  Government  and  industry, 
expand  opportunities  for  international  trade, 
conserve  resources,  and  improve  health  and 
safety.  It  also  must  be  recognized,  however, 
that  these  activities,  if  improperly  conducted, 
can  suppress  free  and  fair  competition, 
impede  innovation  and  technical  progress, 
exclude  safer  and  less  expensive  products,  or 
otherwise  adversely  affect  trade,  commerce, 
health,  or  safety.  Full  account  in  carrying  out 
this  policy  shall  be  taken  of  the  import  on  the 
economy,  applicable  Federal  laws,  policies, 
and  national  objectives,  including,  for 
example,  laws  and  regulations  relating  to 
antitrust,  national  security,  small  business, 
product  safety,  environment,  metrication, 
technological  development,  and  conflicts  of 
interests.  It  should  also  be  noted,  however, 
that  the  provisions  of  this  Circular  are 
intended  for  internal  management  purposes 
only  and  are  not  intended  to  (1)  create  delay 
in  the  administrative  process,  (2)  provide  new 
grounds  for  judicial  review,  or  (3)  create  legal 
rights  enforceable  against  agencies  or  their 
officers.  The  following  policy  guidelines  are 
provided  to  assist  and  govern  implementation 
of  the  policy  enunciated  in  paragraph  6. 

a.  Reliance  on  Voluntary  Standards 

(1)  Voluntary  standards  that  will  serve 
agencies'  purposes  and  are  consistent  with 
applicable  laws  and  regulations  should  be 
adopted  and  used  by  Federal  agencies  in  the 
interests  of  greater  economy  and  efHciency, 
unless  they  are  specibcally  prohibited  by  law 
from  doing  so. 

(2)  Voluntary  standards  that  are 
internationally  recognized  or  accepted 
should  be  considered  in  procurement  and 
regulatory  applications  in  the  interests  of 
promoting  trade  and  implementing  the 
provisions  of  the  Standards  Code  in  the 
General  Agreement  an  Tariffs  and  Trade. 

(3)  Voluntary  standards  should  be  given 
preference  over  non-mandatory  Government 
standards  unless  use  of  such  voluntary 
standards  would  adversely  affect 
performance  or  cost,  reduce  competition,  or 
have  other  significant  disadvantages. 

(4)  In  adopting  and  using  voluntary 
standards  preference  should  be  given  to 
those  based  on  performance  criteria  when 
such  criteria  may  reasonably  be  used  in  lieu 
of  design,  material,  or  construction  criteria. 
Preference  shauld  also  be  given,  in  light  of 
stated  national  goals  and  objectives,  to  the 
adoption  and  use  of  voluntary  standards  that 

(i)  reflect  the  metric  system  of  measurement, 
and  (ii)  foster  materials,  praducts,  systems, 
services,  or  practices  that  are 
environmentally  sound  and  energy  efficient 


(5)  Voluntary  standards  adopted  by 
Federal  agencies  should  be  referenced,  along 
with  their  dates  of  issuance  and  sources  of 
availability,  in  appropriate  publications, 
regulatory  orders,  and  related  in-house 
documents.  Such  adoption  should  take  into 
account  the  requirements  of  copyright  and 
other  similar  restrictions. 

(6)  Agencies  should  not  be  inhibited,  if 
within  their  statutory  authorities,  from 
developing  and  using  Government  standards 
in  the  event  that  voluntary  standards  bodies 
cannot  or  do  not  develop  a  needed, 
acceptable  standard  in  a  timely  fashion.  Nor 
should  the  policy  contained  in  this  Circular 
be  construed  to  commit  any  agency  to  the  use 
of  a  voluntary  standard  which,  after  due 
consideration,  is,  in  its  opinion,  inadequate, 
does  not  meet  statutory  criteria,  or  is 
otherwise  inappropriate. 

b.  Participation  in  Voluntary  Standards 
Bodies 

(1)  Participation  by  knowledgeable  agency 
employees  in  the  standards  activities  of 
voluntary  standards  bodies  and  standards- 
developing  groups,  both  domestic  and 
international,  should  be  actively  encouraged 
and  promoted  by  agency  officials  when 
consistent  with  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
6b. 

(2)  Agency  employees  who,  at  Govemmei.t 
expense,  participate  in  standards  activities  of 
voluntary  standards  bodies  and  standards- 
developing  groups  should  do  so  as 
specifically  authorized  agency 
representatives. 

(3)  Agency  participation  in  voluntary 
standa^s  bodies  and  standards-developing 
groups  does  not,  of  itself,  connote  agency 
agreement  with,  or  endorsement  of,  decisions 
reached  by  such  bodies  and  groups  or  of 
standards  approved  and  published  by 
voluntary  standards  bodies. 

(4)  Participation  by  agency  representatives 
should  be  aimed  at  contributing  to  the 
development  of  voluntary  standards  that  (a) 
will  eliminate  the  necessity  for  development 
or  maintenance  of  separate  Government 
standards,  and  (b)  will  further  such  national 
goals  and  objectives  as  increased  use  af  (i) 
the  metric  system  of  measurement  and  (ii) 
environmentally  sound  and  energy  efficient 
materials,  products,  systems,  services,  or 
practices. 

(5)  Agency  representatives  serving  as 
members  of  standards-developing  groups 
should  participate  actively  and  on  a  basis  of 
equality  with  private  sector  representatives. 
In  doing  so,  agency  representatives  should 
not  seek  to  dominate  such  groups.  Active 
participation  is  intended  to  include  full 
involvement  in  discussions  and  technical 
debates,  registering  of  opinions  and,  if 
selected,  serving  as  chairpersons  or  in  other 
official  capacities.  Agency  representatives 
may  vote,  in  accordance  with  the  procedures 
of  the  voluntary  standards  body,  at  each 
stage  of  standards  development,  unless 
specifically  prohibited  from  doing  so  by  law 
ortheir  agencies. 

(6)  The  number  of  individual  agency 
participants  in  a  given  voluntary  standards 
activity  should  be  kept  to  the  minimum 
required  for  effective  presentation  of  the 
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various  program,  technical,  or  other  concerns 
of  Federal  agencies. 

(7)  The  providing  of  Agency  support  to  a 
voluntary  standards  activity  should  be 
limited  to  that  which  is  clearly  in  furtherance 
of  an  agency’s  mission  and  responsibility. 
Normally,  the  total  amount  of  Federal  support 
should  be  no  greater  than  that  of  ail  private 
sector  participants  in  that  activity  except 
when  it  is  in  the  direct  and  predominant 
interest  of  the  Government  to  develop  a 
standard  or  revision  thereto  and  its 
development  appears  unlikely  in  the  absence 
of  such  support.  The  form  of  agency  support, 
subject  to  legal  and  budgetary  authority,  may 
include: 

(a)  Direct  financial  support;  e.g.,  grants, 
sustaining  memberships,  and  craitracts; 

(b)  Administrative  support:  e.g.,  travel 
costs,  hosting  of  meetings,  and  secretarial 
functions; 

(c)  Technical  support;  e.g..  cooperative 
testing  for  standards  evaluation  and 
participation  of  agency  personnel  in  the 
activities  of  standards-developing  groups; 
and 

(d)  Joint  planning  with  voluntary  standards 
bodies  to  facilitate  a  coordinated  effort  in 
identifying  and  developing  needed  standards. 

(8)  Participation  by  agency  representatives 
in  the  policymaking  process  of  voluntary 
standards  bodies,  in  accordance  with  the 
procedures  of  those  bodies,  is  encouraged — 
particularly  in  matters  such  as  establishing 
priorities,  developing  procedures  for 
preparing,  reviewing,  and  approving 
standards,  and  creating  standards-developing 
groups.  In  order  to  maintain  the  private, 
nongovernmental  nature  of  such  bodies, 
however,  agency  representatives  should 
refrain  from  decisionmaking  involvement  in 
the  internal  day-to-day  management  of  such 
bodies  (e.g.,  selection  of  salaried  officers  and 
employees,  establishment  of  staff  salaries 
and  administrative  policies. 

(9)  This  Circular  does  not  provide  guidance 
concerning  the  internal  operating  procedures 
that  may  be  applicable  to  voluntary 
standards  bodies  because  of  their 
relationships  to  agencies  under  this  Circular. 
Agencies  should,  however,  carefully  consider 
what  laws  or  rules  may  apply  in  a  particular 
instance  because  of  these  relationships.  For 
example,  these  relationships  may  involve  the 
Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act,  as 
amended  (5  U.S.C.  app.  1),  or  a  provision  of 
an  authorizing  statute  for  a  particular  agency. 
Agencies  are  best  able  to  determine  what 
laws  and  policies  should  govern  particular 
relationships  and  to  assess  the  extent  to 
which  competition  may  be  enhanced  and 
cost-effectiveness  increased.  Questions 
relating  to  anti-trust  implications  of  such 
relationships  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Attorney  General. 

8.  Responsibilities,  a.  The  Secretary  will: 

(1)  Coordinate  and  foster  executive  branch 
implementation  of  the  policy  in  paragraph  6 
of  this  Circular,  and  may  provide 
administrative  guidance  to  assist  agencies  in 
implementing  paragraph  8.b(2)(d)  of  this 
Circular; 

(2)  Establish  an  interagency  consultative 
mechanism  to  advise  the  Secretary  and 
agency  heads  in  implementing  the  policy 
contained  herein.  That  mechanism  shall 


provide  for  participation  by  all  affected 
agencies  and  ensore  that  tteir  views  are 
considered; 

(3)  Report  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  concerning  implementation  of  this 
Circular  and 

(4)  Pursue,  with  other  nations  and 
international  organizations,  the  mutual 
recognition  of  standards,  including 
conformance  assessment  procedures. 

b.  The  heads  agencies  concerned  with 
standards  will: 

(1)  Implement  the  policy  in  paragraph  6  of 
this  Circular  in  acco^ance  with  the  policy 
guidelines  in  paragraph  7  within  120  days  of 
issuance; 

(2)  Within  120  days  of  issuance,  shall 
designate  a  senior  level  official  with  agency¬ 
wide  responsibility  as  the  Standards 
Executive  who  will  implement  this  Circular. 
The  Standards  Executive’s  responsibilities 
will  include,  but  not  be  limited  to: 

(a)  Establishing  procedures  to  ensure  that 
agency  representatives  participating  in 
voluntary  standards  bodies  and  standards- 
developing  groups  will,  to  the  extent  possible, 
ascertain  the  views  of  that  agency  on  matters 
of  paramount  interest  and  will,  as  a 
minimum,  express  views  that  are  not 
inconsistent  or  in  conflict  with  established 
agency  views; 

(b)  Ensuring,  when  two  or  more  agencies 
participate  in  a  given  voluntary  standards 
body  or  standards-developing  group,  that 
they  coordinate  their  views  on  matters  of 
paramount  importance  so  as  to  present, 
whenever  feasible,  a  single,  unified  position; 

(c)  Cooperating  with  the  Secretary  in 
carrying  out  his  responsibilities  under  this 
Circular; 

(d)  Consulting  with  the  Secretary,  as 
necessary.  In  the  development  and  issuance 
of  internal  agency  procedures  and  guidance 
implementing  this  Circular,  including  the 
development  of  an  agency-wide  directory 
identifying  qgency  employees  participating 
in  standards  developing  groups;  and 

(e)  Submitting,  in  response  to  the  request  of 
the  ^cretary,  reports  on  the  status  of  agency 
interaction  with  voluntary  standards  bodies. 

(3)  Review  their  existing  standards  within 
five  years  of  issuance  of  this  Circular,  and  at 
least  once  every  five  years  thereafter,  and 
cancel  those  for  which  an  adequate  and 
appropriate  voluntary  standard  can  be 
substituted. 

9.  Reporting  Requirements.  One  year  from 
the  date  of  issuance  of  this  Circular,  and 
every  year  thereafter,  the  Secretary  will 
submit  to  the  Office  of  Management  and 
Budget  a  brief,  summary  report  on  the  status 
of  agency  interaction  with  voluntary 
standards  bodies.  As  a  minimum,  the  report 
will  include  the  following  information: 

a.  The  nature  and  extent  of  agency 
participation  in  the  development  and 
utilization  of  voluntary  standards,  including: 

(1)  The  number  of  voluntary  standards 
each  agency  currently  utilizes  for 
procurement  and  the  number  utilized  for 
regulation; 

(2)  The  number  of  voluntary  standards 
each  agency  has  adopted  since  the  lost 
report; 

(3)  The  number  of  agency  employees 
participating  in  at  least  one  standards 
developing  group; 


b.  Identificaiion  of  any  environmentally 
sound  and  energy  efficient  voluntary 
standard  developed  with  agency  support 
and/or  implemented  by  the  agency. 

c.  An  evaluation  of  the  effectiveness  of  the 
policy  promulgated  in  ffiis  Circular  and 
recommendations  for  diange. 

10.  Policy  Review.  The  p^icy  contained  in 
this  Circular  shall  be  reviewed  for 
effectiveness  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  three  years  fiom  the  date  of 
issuance. 

11.  Inquiries.  For  information  concerning 
this  Circular,  contact  the  Office  of 
Management  and  Budget,  Office  of  Federal 
Procurement  Policy,  telephone  202/39S-6B10. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6568  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
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SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[Releas*  No.  IC-18615;  81»>7866] 

North  American  Security  Trust,  et  aL; 
Application 

March  13, 1992. 

AGENCY:  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  (“SEC”). 
action:  Notice  of  Application  for 
Exemption  under  the  Investment 
Company  Act  of  1940  (“Act”). 

appucants:  North  American  Security 
Trust  (the  ‘Tund’’),  Goldman,  Sachs  & 

Co.  (“Goldman  Sachs”),  Salomon 
Brothers  Asset  Management  Inc 
(“SBAM”),  and  Wellington  Management 
Company  (“Wellington”). 

RELEVANT  ACT  SECTIONS:  Order 
requested  pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the 
Act  granting  an  exemption  from  section 
15(a)  of  the  Act. 

SUMMARY  OF  APPLICATION:  Applicants 
seek  an  order  that  would  permit 
Goldman  Sachs,  SBAM,  and  Wellington 
to  serve  as  investment  subadvisers  to 
certain  portfolios  of  the  Fund  until  the 
earlier  of  July  10, 1992  or  the  date  of 
shareholder  approval  or  disapproval  of 
their  respective  subadvisory 
agreements. 

FlUNQ  DATE:  The  application  was  filed 
on  February  11, 1992  and  an  amended 
and  restated  application  was  filed  on 
March  13, 1992. 

HEARING  OR  NOTIFICATION  OF  HEARING: 

An  order  granting  the  application  will  be 
issued  unless  the  SEC  orders  a  hearing. 
Interested  persons  may  request  a 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary  and  serving  applicant  with  a 
cc^y  of  the  request,  personally  or  by 
mail.  Hearing  requests  should  be 
received  by  the  SEC  by  5:30  p.m.  on 
April  7, 1992,  and  should  be 
accompanied  by  proof  of  service  on 
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applicant  in  the  form  of  an  afhdavit  or, 
for  lawyers,  a  certificate  of  service. 
Hearing  requests  should  state  the  nature 
of  the  writer’s  interest,  the  reason  for 
the  request,  and  the  issues  contested. 
Persons  may  request  notification  of  a 
hearing  by  writing  to  the  SEC’s 
Secretary. 

ADDRESSES:  Secretary,  SEC,  450  5th 
Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20549.  The 
Fund,  116  Huntington  Avenue,  Boston, 
MA  02116.  Goldman  Sachs,  32  Old  Slip, 
New  York,  NY  10005.  SBAM,  7  World 
Trade  Center,  New  York,  NY  10048. 
Wellington,  75  State  Street,  Boston,  MA 
02109. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Barry  A.  Mendelson,  Staff  Attorney,  at 
(202)  504-2284,  or  Barry  D.  Miller, 

Branch  Chief,  at  (202)  272-3018  (Division 
of  Investment  Management,  Office  of 
Investment  Company  Regulation). 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
following  is  a  summary  of  the 
application.  The  complete  application 
may  be  obtained  for  a  fee  at  the  SEC’s 
Public  Reference  Branch. 

Applicants’  Representations 

1.  The  Fund  is  an  open-end, 
diversified,  management  investment 
company  organized  as  a  Massachusetts 
business  trust.  The  Fund  currently  has 
nine  separate  investment  portfolios, 
each  of  which  has  a  speciflc  investment 
objective  and  offers  a  separate  series  of 
shares  of  beneficial  interest  to  the 
public.  The  nine  portfolios  are:  The 
Global  Growth  Trust,  the  Growth  Trust, 
the  Growth  and  Income  Trust,  the 
Investment  Quality  Bond  Trust,  the 
Money  Market  Trust,  the  U.S. 
Government  Securities  Trust,  the 
Conservative  Asset  Allocation  Trust,  the 
Moderate  Asset  Allocation  Trust,  and 
the  Aggressive  Asset  Allocation  Trust 
(the  ’Trusts”). 

2.  The  Fund’s  investment  adviser  is 
NASL  Financial  Services,  Inc.  (the 
“Adviser”),  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary 
of  the  Fund’s  sponsor.  North  American 
Security  Life  Insurance  Company,  which 
in  turn  is  a  wholly-owned  subsidiary  of 
North  American  Life  Assurance 
Company.  The  Adviser  provides  certain 
expense  guarantees  and  administrative 
services  to  the  Fund  pursuant  to  an 
investment  advisory  contract  (the 
“Advisory  Agreement”).  In  addition,  the 
Adviser  contracts  with  and 
compensates  other  parties 
(“Subadvisers”)  that  provide  portfolio 
management  services  to  the  nine  Trusts 
pursuant  to  subadvisory  contracts 
(“Subadvisory  Agreements”).  Currently 
there  are  four  Subadvisers:  Goldman 
Sachs  Asset  Management  (“GSAM”), 


SBAM,  Wellington,  and  Oechsle 
International  Advisers,  L.P.  (“Oechsle”). 

3.  Goldman  Sachs  is  a  New  York 
limited  partnership  whose  separate 
operating  division.  GSAM,  serves  as 
Subadviser  to  the  Growth,  Conservative 
Asset  Allocation,  Moderate  Asset 
Allocation  and  Aggressive  Asset 
Allocation  Trusts.  SBAM,  an  indirect, 
wholly-owned  subsidiary  of  Salomon 
Inc,  is  a  Delaware  corporation  that 
serves  as  Subadviser  to  the  U.S. 
Government  Securities  Trust. 

Wellington  is  a  Massachusetts  general 
partnership  that  serves  as  Subadviser  to 
the  Growth  and  Income,  Investment 
Quality  Bond,  and  Money  Market 
Trusts.  Oechsle  is  a  Delaware  limited 
partnership  that  serves  as  Subadviser  to 
the  Global  Growth  Trust. 

4.  Prior  to  December  13, 1991,  the 
Subadviser  to  the  Growth,  Conservative 
Asset  Allocation,  Moderate  Asset 
Allocation,  Aggressive  Asset  Allocation, 
U.S.  Government  Securities,  and  Money 
Market  Trusts  was  M.D.  Sass  Investors 
Services,  Inc.  (“Sass  Investors”).  On  that 
date,  the  Fund’s  trustees  accepted  the 
resignation  of  Sass  Investors  as 
Subadviser  to  each  of  those  Trusts. 
Thereafter,  the  Fund’s  trustees — 
including  a  majority  of  the  trustees  who 
are  not  “interested  persons,”  as  defined 
in  section  2(a)(19)  of  the  Act,  of  either 
the  Fund,  the  Adviser,  or  any  of  the 
Subadvisers  (the  “Independent 
Trustees”) — approved  new  Subadvisory 
Agreements  for  each  of  the  Trusts  for 
which  Sass  Investors  formerly  served  as 
Subadviser.  In  each  case,  the  fee 
payable  to  the  new  Subadviser  was  less 
than  the  fee  formerly  payable  to  Sass 
Investors.  Under  the  terms  of  rule  15a-4 
under  the  Act  (see  below),  GSAM. 
SBAM,  and  Wellington  will  be  able  to 
serve  until  April  11, 1992  as  Subadvisers 
without  obtaining  shareholder  approval 
of  the  applicable  Subadvisory 
Agreements. 

5.  At  a  meeting  held  on  January  31, 
1992,  the  Fund’s  trustees  approved 
changes  in  the  Advisory  Agreement  to 
provide  lower  advisory  fees  for  the 
Growth,  Growth  and  Income. 

Investment  Quality  Bond,  Money 
Market,  and  U.S.  Government  Securities 
Trusts.  The  trustees  also  approved 
combining  the  three  Asset  Allocation 
Trusts  into  a  new  Asset  Allocation  Trust 
with  an  investment  objective  of  seeking 
the  highest  total  return  consistent  with  a 
moderate  level  of  risk  tolerance.  The 
proposed  new  Asset  Allocation  Trust, 
like  the  three  Trusts  that  would  be 
combined  into  it,  would  be  managed  by 
GSAM. 

6.  Although  the  Fund  does  not  hold 
annual  meetings  of  shareholders,  a 
shareholders’  meeting  will  be  required 


in  1992  for  each  of  the  nine  Trusts.  The 
new  Subadvisory  Agreements  must  be 
submitted  to  the  shareholders  of  the  six 
Trusts  that  have  a  new  Subadviser  in 
order  to  satisfy  the  requirements  of 
section  15(a)  of  the  Act.  The  amendment 
to  the  Advisory  Agreement  approved  at 
the  January  31. 1992  meeting  will  have  to 
be  submitted  to  shareholders  of  the  five 
affected  Trusts  for  approval.  The 
proposed  combination  of  the  three  Asset 
Allocation  Trusts  also  must  be  approved 
or  disapproved  by  the  shareholders  of 
such  Trusts.  Finally,  in  accordance  with 
undertakings  in  the  Fund’s  registration 
statement,  the  Investment  Quality  Bond, 
Growth  and  Income,  and  Global  Growth 
Trusts  will  be  holding  shareholder 
meetings  in  1992  to  vote  upon  their 
respective  Subadvisory  Agreements  and 
the  Fund’s  12b-l  distribution  plan. 

Applicants’  Legal  Analysis 

1.  Section  15(a)  of  the  Act  makes  it 
unlawful  for  any  person  to  serve  as 
investment  adviser  except  pursuant  to  a 
written  contract  that  has  been  approved 
by  a  majority  vote  of  the  outstanding 
voting  securities  of  the  investment 
company.  Applicants  request  an  order 
pursuant  to  section  6(c)  of  the  Act 
exempting  them  from  the  provisions  of 
section  15(a)  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
permit: 

(a)  GSAM  to  continue  to  serve  as 
Subadviser  to  the  Growth,  Conservative 
Asset  Allocation,  Moderate  Asset 
Allocation  and  Aggressive  Asset 
Allocation  Trusts: 

(b)  SBAM  to  continue  to  serve  as 
Subadviser  to  the  U.S.  Government 
Securities  Trust;  and 

(c)  Wellington  to  continue  to  serve  as 
Subadviser  to  the  Money  Market  Trust, 
in  each  case  until  the  earlier  of  July  10, 
1992  or  the  date  of  shareholder  approval 
of  the  applicable  Subadvisory 
Agreement. 

2.  Rule  15a-4  provides  a  temporary 
exemption  from  the  shareholder 
approval  requirement  of  section  15(a)  for 
a  period  of  120  days  after  termination  of 
an  advisory  contract  if  (i)  the  contract  is 
approved  by  the  investment  company’s 
board,  including  a  majority  of  the 
disinterested  directors,  and  (ii)  the 
compensation  does  not  exceed  that 
prescribed  under  the  most  recent 
contract  approved  by  the  company’s 
shareholders. 

3.  Applicants  submit  that  a  90-day 
extension  of  the  time  period  provided  by 
rule  15a-4  (from  April  11, 1992  to  July  10, 
1992)  is  in  the  best  interests  of  the  Fund 
and  its  shareholders  in  that  it  will 
enable  all  matters  on  which  a 
shareholder  vote  is  required  to  be 
considered  at  a  single  meeting.  Holding 
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a  single  meeting  with  a  single  proxy 
solicitation  will  be  less  costly  to  the 
Fund  and  less  confusing  to  its 
shareholders. 

4.  Applicants  believe  that 
shareholders  of  the  five  Trusts  who 
must  vote  to  amend  the  Advisory 
Agreement  should  vote  on  adopting  new 
Subadvisory  Agreements  at  the  same 
time,  since  these  matters  are  related  and 
could  influence  one  another.  In  addition, 
applicants  believe  that  shareholders  of 
the  three  Asset  Allocation  Trusts  should 
consider  the  proposed  combination  of 
those  Trusts  at  the  same  meeting  that 
the  new  Subadvisory  Agreements  are 
being  considered.  If  shareholders  vote  to 
approve  the  combination  at  a  meeting 
held  after  approval  of  the  new 
Subadvisory  Agreements,  the  terms  of 
the  new  Subadvisory  Agreements 
applicable  to  the  Asset  Allocation 
Trusts  prior  to  their  combination  would 
be  rendered  moot. 

5.  A  single  meeting  to  consider 
changes  in  the  Advisory  Agreement,  the 
proposed  combination  of  the  Asset 
Allocation  Trusts,  and  the  new 
Subadvisory  Agreements  can  not  be 
held  within  the  time  limitations  of  rule 
15a-4.  To  solicit  shareholder  approval  of 
the  combination,  a  registration 
statement  on  Form  N-14  must  be  filed 
under  the  Securities  Act  of  1933. 
Applicants  believe  they  should  allow  at 
least  60  days  for  review  of  the 
registration  statement  by  the  SEC  staff. 
Moreover,  based  on  its  prior  experience, 
the  Fund  believes  that  it  should  allow  a 
period  of  approximately  six  weeks  after 
the  effective  date  of  the  registration 
statement  to  solicit  and  obtain  the 
necessary  proxies  in  order  to  proceed 
with  the  meeting.  Accordingly,  even  if 
the  Fund  had  filed  a  registration 
statement  on  February  3, 1992,  the 
earliest  practicable  date  following  the 
January  31  meeting,  it  might  not  have 
been  possible  to  mail  the  proxies  until 
the  early  part  of  April  or  hold  a  meeting 
until  middle-to-late  May,  well  after  the 
April  11, 1992  deadline  necessary  to 
comply  with  rule  15a-4. 

6.  Even  if  shareholders  were  to 
consider  the  combination  of  the  Asset 
Allocation  Trusts  at  a  separate  meeting, 
holding  a  meeting  with  respect  to  all 
other  matters  on  which  a  shareholder 
vote  is  anticipated  within  the  time  frame 
prescribed  by  rule  15a-4  would  be 
difficult.  As  noted,  changes  made  in  the 
Advisory  Agreement  in  light  of  the  new 
Subadvisory  Agreements  and  other 
factors  were  considered  by  the  trustees 
on  January  31, 1992.  Although  the 
trustees  had  sufficient  time  and 


information  to  make  determinations 
with  respect  to  the  new  Subadvisory 
Agreements  at  the  December  13  meeting, 
they  lacked  the  time  and  information  to 
decide  whether  the  compensation  to  be 
paid  to  the  Adviser  should  be  adjusted. 
Because  that  issue  potentially  involved 
as  many  as  six  of  the  Fund’s  portfolios, 
the  trustees  allowed  management  until 
the  end  of  January  to  complete  the 
necessary  analysis  to  enable  the 
trustees  to  make  an  informed  decision. 

7.  The  circumstances  of  this 
application  are  much  more  complicated 
than  those  that  could  be  expected  when 
an  investment  company  replaces  a 
single  adviser  or  subadviser.  First,  the 
potentially  adversarial  nature  of  the 
relationship  between  Sass  Investors  and 
the  Fund  rendered  impractical  the 
continuation  of  Sass  Investors  as 
Subadviser  pending  shareholder 
approval  of  new  Subadvisory 
Agreements.  Second,  the  trustees’ 
consideration  of  a  proposed  merger  of 
the  three  Asset  Allocation  Trusts  was 
secondary  to  their  consideration  of 
whether  and  with  whom  to  replace  Sass 
Investors,  the  predominant  subject 
matter  of  the  December  13, 1991 
trustees’  meeting.  Following  the 
resignation  of  Sass  Investors,  the 
trustees  determined  that  such  a  merger 
should  be  considered,  because  the 
investment  policies  of  the  Asset 
Allocation  'Trusts  had  been  based  in 
part  on  a  proprietary  asset  allocation 
model  developed  by  Sass  Investors.  As 
a  practical  matter,  information 
necessary  to  consideration  of  such  a 
merger  could  not  be  provided  to  the 
trustees  until  their  January  31, 1992 
meeting,  and  the  trustees  did  not  decide 
to  seek  shareholder  approval  of  such  a 
merger  (requiring  the  filing  of  Form  N- 
14)  until  that  meeting.  Third,  the  most 
efficient  and  cost-effective  method  for 
shareholder  consideration  of  the  various 
matters  scheduled  to  be  presented  to 
them  is  to  have  the  Form  N-14  filing 
serve  as  the  proxy  statement  for  a  single 
meeting  encompassing  all  such  matters. 
Multiple  proxy  statements  for  one  or 
more  meetings  would  result  in 
additional  costs  to  the  Fund,  particularly 
in  light  of  the  fact  that  certain  persons 
are  shareholders  of  more  than  one  Trust. 

8.  Applicants  cite  several  no-action 
letters  and  exemptive  orders  in  support 
of  their  request  for  relief.  In  particular, 
applicants  rely  on  Hartford  Fund,  Inc., 
Investment  Company  Act  Release  Nos. 
12446  (May  24. 1982)  (notice)  and  12501 
(June  23, 1982)  (order).  In  Hartford,  the 
Commission  permitted  an  investment 
adviser  to  serve  for  a  period  of  eight 
months  without  shareholder  approval  of 


the  advisory  contract,  four  months 
beyond  the  period  allowed  by  rule  15a- 
4.  The  relief  was  granted  to  allow  the 
advisory  contract  to  be  considered  at 
the  annual  shareholders’  meeting  rather 
than  at  a  special  meeting,  avoiding  the 
necessity  of  holding  two  meetings  and 
conducting  two  proxy  solicitations. 
Applicants  assert  that  the  circumstances 
justifying  their  request  for  relief  are  at 
least  as  compelling  as  those  presented 
in  Hartford. 

9.  In  accordance  with  rule  15a-4.  each 
of  the  new  Subadvisory  Agreements  for 
which  shareholder  approval  would  be 
delayed  has  been  approved  by  the 
trustees,  including  a  majority  of  the 
Independent  Trustees,  and  provides  for 
compensation  lower  than  that  paid 
under  the  previous  Subadvisory 
Agreement  with  Sass  Investors.  In  light 
thereof,  the  reasonable  period  of  the 
delay  requested,  and  the  avoidance  of 
confusion  and  unnecessary  expense  to 
shareholders  that  grant  of  the  requested 
relief  would  permit,  applicants  submit 
that  the  requested  order  is  necessary  or 
appropriate  in  the  public  interest  and 
consistent  with  the  protection  of 
investors  and  the  purposes  fairly 
intended  by  the  policy  and  provisions  of 
the  Act. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFarland, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6533  Filed  3-19-92:  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  S01(M>1-M 


(Release  No.  35-25490] 

Filings  Under  the  Public  Utility  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1935  (“Act”) 

March  13. 1992. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  filing(s]  has/have  been  made 
with  the  Commission  pursuant  to 
provisions  of  the  Act  and  rules 
promulgated  thereunder.  All  interested 
persons  are  referred  to  the 
application(s)  and/or  declaration(s)  for 
complete  statements  of  the  proposed 
transaction(s]  summarized  below.  The 
application(s)  and/or  declaration(s)  and 
any  amendments  thereto  is/are 
available  for  public  inspection  through 
the  Commission’s  Office  of  Public 
Reference. 

Interested  persons  wishing  to 
comment  or  request  a  hearing  on  the 
application(s)  and/or  declaration(s) 
should  submit  their  views  in  writing  by 
April  6. 1992  to  the  Secretary,  Securities 
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and  Exchange  Commission,  Washington. 
DC  20549,  and  serve  a  copy  on  the 
relevant  appiicant(s)  and/or 
declarant(s)  at  the  address(es)  speciHed 
below.  Pr^f  of  service  (by  affidavit  or. 
in  case  of  an  attorney  at  law,  by 
certificate)  should  be  Hied  with  the 
request.  Any  request  for  hearing  shall 
identify  speciHcaliy  the  issues  of  fact  or 
law  that  are  disputed.  A  person  who  so 
requests  will  be  notified  of  any  hearing, 
if  ordered,  and  will  receive  a  copy  of 
any  notice  or  order  issued  in  the  matter. 
After  said  date,  the  application(s]  and/ 
or  declaration(s],  as  filed  or  as 
amended,  may  be  granted  and/or 
permitted  to  become  effective. 

The  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc.  (70- 
7921) 

The  Columbia  Gas  System,  Inc. 
('‘Columbia"),  20  Montchanin  Road, 
Wilmington,  Delaware  19807,  a 
registered  holding  company,  has  filed  an 
application-declaration  under  sections 
9(a),  10, 12(b)  and  12(f)  of  the  Act  and 
rules  43  and  45  thereunder. 

Since  January  16, 1991,  Shell  LNG 
Company  (“Shell  LNG”)  has  held  9.2%  of 
the  common  stock  of  Columbia  LNG 
Corporation,  a  nonutility  subsidiary  of 
Columbia.  (“Columbia  LNG").  Columbia 
proposes  to  sell  its  remaining  90.8% 
interest  in  the  common  stock  of 
Columbia  LNG  to  Shell  LNG  for  a  total 
price  of  $110  million  under  an  agreement 
for  the  sale  of  stock  dated  November  25, 
1991  between  Columbia,  Shell  Oil 
Company  and  Shell  LNG  (“Agreement”). 
In  addition,  the  Agreement  provides  that 
Columbia  LNG  shall  pay  the  balance  of 
all  its  outstanding  debt  to  Columbia, 
together  with  interest  accrued  thereon 
(the  “Debt").  Such  Debt  is  anticipated  to 
be  approximately  $44  million  at  the  time 
of  final  closing.  Shell  LNG  shall  arrange 
refinancing  of  the  Debt  and  shall  issue 
guarantees  to  ensure  Columbia  LNG's 
refinancing  of  the  Debt. 

The  Agreement  also  provides  that  in 
the  event  that  Shell  LNG  elects  not  to  go 
forward  with  the  interim  closing,  or  the 
interim  closing  is  not  completed  by  July 
29, 1992,  or  the  Agreement  is  terminated, 
Columbia  shall  be  entitled,  but  not 
obligated,  to  purchase  all  (but  not  part 
of)  ^e  9.2%  of  Columbia  LNG  common 
stock  previously  purchased  by  Shell 
LNG  for  a  repurchase  price  equal  to  the 
amount  Shell  LNG  had  paid  for  such 
common  stock.  Furthermore,  if  Columbia 
enters  into  an  agreement  to  sell  any 
portion  of  the  Columbia  LNG  common 
stock  to  a  third  party,  Columbia  must 
offer  to  repurchase  all  the  common  stock 
then  own^  by  Shell  LNG  for  a 
repurchase  price  equal  to  the  amount 
paid  by  Shell  LNG  for  such  common 
stock. 


The  Agreement  further  provides  for 
Columbia's  indemnification  of  Shell 
LNG  and  Columbia  LNG  with  respect  to 
certain  employee  claims  arising  prior  to 
the  final  closing  and  certain  taxes. 

For  the  Commission,  by  the  Division  of 
Investment  Management,  pursuant  to 
delegated  authority. 

Margaret  H.  McFariand, 

Deputy  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6496  Piled  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNQ  CODE  S010-01-M 


TENNESSEE  VALLEY  AUTHORITY 

Acid  Rain  Program  Designated 
Representative 

agency:  Tennessee  Valley  Authority. 
action:  Notice. 

summary:  TVA  is  announcing  the 
selection  of  a  "designated 
representative”  and  “alternative 
designated  representative”  to  serve  as 
the  agency's  point  of  contact  with  the 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency 
and  States  on  acid  rain  program  matters. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Jerry  L  Golden,  Manager,  Clean  Air 
Program,  2C  Missionary  Ridge  Place, 
1101  Market  Street,  Chattanooga, 
Tennessee  37402-2801;  (615)  751-6779. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Under 
title  rv  of  the  Clean  Air  Act 
Amendments,  Sec.  402,  Public  Law  101- 
549, 104  Stat.  2588,  affected  utility  units 
are  authorized  to  act  through  a 
“designated  representative”  (DR)  and 
“alternate  designated  representative” 
(ADR)  in  the  conduct  of  SO2  allowance 
and  acid  rain  permitting  activities.  On 
February  19, 1992,  at  a  public  meeting, 
the  TVA  Board  of  Directors  selected 
TVA’s  Senior  Vice  President,  Fossil  and 
Hydro  Power,  J.  W.  Dickey,  to  be  TVA’s 
DR  for  its  affected  utility  units,  and 
TVA's  Vice  President,  Fossil  and  Hydro 
Projects,  W.  M.  Bivens,  to  be  TVA's 
ADR  who  will  act  when  the  DR  is 
unavailable.  TVA's  affected  utility  units 
are  those  at  its  Allen,  Bull  Run, 
Cumberland,  Gallatin,  John  Sevier, 
Johnsonville,  Kingston,  and  Watts  Bar 
fossil  plants  in  Tennessee;  Colbert  and 
Widows  Creek  fossil  plants  in  Alabama; 
and  Paradise  and  Shawnee  fossil  plants 
in  Kentucky. 

Dated:  March  6, 1992. 

Edward  S.  Christenbury, 

General  Counsel  and  Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6149  Filed  3-19-92: 8:45  am) 
WLLINO  CODE  Siao-OS-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Aviation  Administration 

Announcement  of  Receipt  of  Notice  to 
Extend  Public  Comment  Period  on 
Proposed  Restriction  on  Operations  of 
Stage  2  Aircraft  at  Minneapolis-St.  Paul 
International  Airport  in  Minneapolis, 

MN 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT. 

action:  Notice. 

The  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
(FAA)  has  been  notified  by  the 
Metropolitan  Airports  Commission 
(MAC)  that  it  is  extending  its  public 
comment  period  by  an  additional  31 
days.  The  MAC’S  original  public 
comment  period  ended  January  23, 1992, 
and  was  extended  to  March  9, 1992. 
Comments  will  now  be  received  by  the 
MAC  through  April  9, 1992. 

The  MAC’S  notice  of  the  proposed 
restriction  and  an  opportunity  to 
comment  was  published  on  December  9. 
1991,  pursuant  the  Airport  Noise  and 
Capacity  Act  of  1990  and  14  CFR 
161.203.  Notice  of  the  Hrst  extension  of 
the  comment  period  was  issued  by  MAC 
on  January  21, 1992.  The  second 
extension  of  the  comment  period  was 
issued  by  MAC  on  March  5, 1992. 

In  its  original  notice,  published  on 
December  9, 1991,  in  the  Star  Tribime  in 
Minneapolis,  Miimesota  and  Pioneer 
Press  in  St.  Paul,  Minnesota,  the 
Metropolitan  Airports  Commission 
indicated  that  the  initial  phase  of  the 
ordinance  restricting  operators  to  their 
Stage  2  baseline  would  take  effect  not 
earlier  than  180  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  of  MAC’S  Notice.  This  date 
is  June  6, 1992.  The  second  phase,  a  ban 
on  nighttime  Stage  2  operations,  would 
take  effect  on  or  after  that  date,  as 
determined  by  the  Commission.  These 
effective  dates  are  not  proposed  to  be 
changed  by  the  MAC. 

Ms.  Jennifer  Unruh,  Committee 
Secretary  at:  Metropolitan  Airports 
Commission.  General  Offices,  6040  28th 
Avenue  South,  Minneapolis,  Minnesota 
55450,  (612)  726-8100. 

Copies  of  the  complete  text  of  the 
proposed  restriction  and  the  supporting 
analysis  may  be  obtained  by  phoning  or 
writing  MAC.  These  documents  are  also 
available  for  public  inspection  at  MAC’S 
General  OfRces.  MAC  has  indicated 
that  extension  of  the  comment  period 
does  not  change  the  proposed  restriction 
or  its  analysis  in  any  way.  Comments  to 
MAC  on  the  proposed  restriction  should 
be  received  by  April  9, 1992. 
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Issued  in  Des  Plaines,  Illinois,  March  9, 
1992. 

W.  Robert  Billingsley, 

Manager,  Airparts  Division,  Great  Lakes 
Region. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6522  Filed  3-19-92;  6:45  am] 

BILLtNO  CODE  4*1frr13-M 


Environmental  Document  and  Scoping 
Meeting  on  the  Proposed  Parallel 
Runway  at  10L>28R  at  Syracuse 
Hancock  International  Airport, 
Syracuse,  New  York 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration,  DOT, 
action:  Notice  to  hold  public  scoping 
meeting. 

SUMMARY:  The  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA)  in  conjunction 
with  the  City  of  Syracuse,  Department  of 
Aviation,  is  issuing  this  notice  to  advise 
the  public  that  an  Environmental  Impact 
Statement  (EIS)  will  be  prepared  for  a 
proposed  parallel  Runway  10L-28R  at 
Syracuse  Hancock  International  Airport 
(SYR)  located  in  Syracuse,  New  York. 

To  ensure  all  significant  issues  related 
to  the  proposed  action  are  identified,  a 
public  scoping  meeting  will  be  held 
Tuesday,  March  31, 1992,  to  discuss 
pertinent  environmental  issues. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT. 
Frank  Squeglia,  Environmental  Specialist. 
FAA-^stem  Regional  Office,  Airports 
Division.  AEA-610,  Fitzgerald  Federal 
Building.  JFK  International  Airport, 

Jamaica,  NY  11430,  (718)  553-0902. 

Ralph  Napolitano,  Commissioner  of  Aviation, 
or 

Bill  Simmons.  Noise  Abatement  Officer,  City 
of  Syracuse,  Department  of  Aviation, 
Syracuse  Hancock  Int’l  Airport.  Syracuse, 

I  NY  13212,  (315)  454-3283. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 
I  FAA,  in  conjunction  with  the  City  of 

.  Syracuse,  Department  of  Aviation,  will 

prepare  an  EIS  as  part  of  the  planning 
;  process  for  a  proposed  parallel  Runway 

^  10L-28R  at  SW.  Should  a  “build” 

alternative  be  selected  in  the  planning 
process,  a  draft  EIS  will  be  prepared 
and  circulated.  A  scoping  meeting  is 
scheduled  for  March  31, 1992  among 
Federal,  State,  and  local  agencies  to 
discuss  the  scope  of  work  proposed  for 
the  preparation  of  the  EIS. 

The  proposed  project  will  include  the 
following: 

1.  Acquisition  of  approximately  220 
acres  of  land  and  some  improvements 
thereon. 

2.  Construction  of  Runway  10L-2BR 
3.600  feet  (centerline  to  centerline)  north 
of  existing  Runway  10-28. 

3.  The  proposed  runway  would  be  150 
feet  wide  with  an  ultimate  length  of 


9,000  feet.  Initially,  the  runway  would  be 
built  to  a  length  of  7,500  feet. 

Potential  significant  environmental 
consequences  associated  with  the 
runway  construction  are  aircraft  noise 
exposure,  compatible  land  use,  social 
impacts,  wetlands,  and  floodplains. 

As  stated  above.  Federal,  State  and 
local  agencies  will  be  contacted  to 
obtain  their  comments  and  suggestions. 
In  conjunction  with  the  Federal  notice, 
this  publication  serves  as  positive 
declaration  and  notice  of  intent  to 
prepare  a  Draft  EIS  pursuant  to  part  617 
of  the  implementing  regulations 
pertaining  to  article  8  (State 
Environmental  Quality  Review  Act)  of 
the  Environmental  Conservation  Law. 
Comments  and  suggestions  are  invited 
from  all  other  interested  parties  to 
ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  project  are 
addressed  and  all  significant  issues 
relative  to  the  planning  process  are 
identified.  Copies  of  materials  to  be 
evaluated  can  be  obtained  from  Ralph  E. 
Napolitano,  the  Commissioner  of 
Aviation,  Syracuse  Hancock 
International  Airport,  Syracuse,  New 
York  13212. 

Public  Scoping  Meeting 

To  facilitate  receipt  of  comments  at 
this  stage  of  the  process,  a  public 
scoping  meeting  will  be  held  on  March 
31, 1992,  at  7  p.m.  e.s.t,  at  Syracuse 
Airport  Inn,  Syracuse  Hancock 
International  Airport.  If  unable  to 
present  verbal  and/or  written  comments 
at  the  pubic  scoping  meeting,  written 
comments  will  be  accepted  on  or  before 
Tuesday,  April  21, 1992  at  the  FAA 
address  noted  under  the  above  heading 
“FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT". 

Issued  in  Jamaica,  NY  on  March  13, 1992. 
Louis  P.  DeRosa, 

Manager,  Airports  Division,  Eastern  Region. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6520  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILUNQ  CODE  4S10-13-M 


Transport  Airplane  and  Engine 
Subcommittee  of  the  Aviation 
Rulemaking  Advisory  Committee; 
Meeting 

agency:  Federal  Aviation 
Administration  (FAA),  DOT. 

ACTION:  Notice  of  meeting. 

summary:  The  FAA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  of  a  meeting 
of  the  Federal  Aviation  Administration 
Transport  Airplane  and  Engine 
Subcommittee  of  the  Aviation 
Rulemaking  Advisory  Committee. 
DATES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  on 
April  17, 1992,  at  9  a.m.  Arrange  for  oral 
presentations  by  March  30, 1992. 


ADDRESSES:  The  meeting  will  be  held  in 
the  Boardroom,  Air  Transport 
Association  of  America,  5th  floor,  1709 
New  York  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 

DC  20006-5206. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

Ms.  Marge  Ross,  Aircraft  Certification 
Service  (AIR-1),  800  Independence 
Avenue,  SW„  Washington,  DC  20591, 
telephone  (202)  267-8235. 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal 
Advisory  Committee  Act  (Pub.  L  92-463; 
5  U.S.C.  App.  II),  notice  is  hereby  given 
of  a  meeting  of  the  Transport  Airplane 
and  Engine  Subcommittee  to  be  held  on 
April  7, 1992,  in  the  Boardroom,  Air 
Transport  Association  of  America,  5th 
floor,  1709  New  York  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20006-5206.  The  agenda 
for  this  meeting  will  include: 

•  Status  reports  from  working  groups. 

•  Plans  for  near-term  priorities. 

•  Discussion  of  team  building  session. 
Attendance  is  open  to  this  interested 

public,  but  will  be  limited  to  the  space 
available.  The  public  must  make 
arrangements  by  March  30, 1992,  to 
present  oral  statements  at  the  meeting. 
The  public  may  present  written 
statements  to  the  committee  at  any  time 
by  providing  25  copies  to  the  Executive 
Director,  or  by  bringing  the  copies  to 
him  at  the  meeting.  Arrangements  may 
be  made  by  contacting  the  person  listed 
under  the  heading  “FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION  CONTACT." 

Issued  in  Washington,  DC.  on  March  16. 
1992. 

William ).  Sullivan, 

Executive  Director,  Transport  Airplane  and 
Engine  Subcommittee,  Aviation  Rulemaking 
Advisory  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6521  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BtUINO  CODE  4910-13-M 


Federal  Highway  Administration 

Environmental  Impact  Statement;  San 
Francisco,  CA 

AGENCT  Federal  Highway 
Administration  (FHWA),  DOT. 

action:  Notice  of  intent. 

summary:  The  FHWA  is  issuing  this 
notice  to  advise  the  public  that  an 
environmental  impact  statement  will  be 
prepared  for  a  proposed  highway  project 
in  San  Francisco.  California. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 

John  R.  Schultz,  District  Engineer, 
Federal  Highway  Administration,  P.O. 
1915,  Sacramento,  California  95812-1915. 
telephone;  (916)  551-1314. 
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SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  The 

FHWA,  in  cooperation  with  the 
California  Department  of  Transportation 
and  the  City  and  County  of  San 
Francisco  Department  of  Public  Works, 
will  prepare  an  environmental  impact 
statement  (ElS)  on  a  proposed 
replacement  project  for  the 
Embarcadero  Freeway  which  has  been 
demolished  as  a  result  of  the  1989  Loma 
Prieta  Earthquake. 

The  proposed  project  would  involve 
an  area  bounded  by  the  eastern  edge  of 
the  Embarcadero  Roadway  on  the  east 
side,  Broadway  on  the  north,  and 
Folsom  Street  on  the  south  side,  while 
portions  of  Main,  Battery,  and  Sansome 
Streets  form  the  boundary  to  the  west. 

The  proposed  project  is  located  in  an 
existing  urban  area  and  will  affect 
public,  commercial,  and  residential 
properties,  some  of  which  have  an 
historic  interest.  The  project  is  funded  in 
party  by  Federal  Emergency  Relief 
funds.  Alternatives  under  consideration 
include: 

(1)  Taking  no  action:  Local  surface 
roadway  (with  no  connection  to  the  Bay 
Bridge)  which  would  link  the 
Embarcadero  north  and  south. 

(2)  Constructing  an  aerial,  surface, 
subsurface  roadway,  which  includes  on/ 
off  ramps  between  a  new  Bay  Bridge 
terminal  connector  and  the 
Embarcadero,  an  underground  roadway 
in  front  of  the  Ferry  Building,  and 
surface  access  at  Washington  Street  and 
at  Broadway  which  would  replace 
demolished  on/off  ramps  at  those 
locations. 

(3)  Constructing  a  surface  roadway 
which  would  have  connecting  ramps  to 
the  new  Bay  Bridge  terminal  connector. 

(4)  Combinations  of  Alternatives  2 
and  3. 

(5)  Others  that  may  be  developed 
during  the  scoping  session.  Alternatives 
will  require  reconstructing  the  existing 
Embarcadero  Roadway. 

A  Citizens  Advisory  Committee 
Embarcadero  Replacement  Project 
(CACEP)  was  formed  to  provide  a  public 
forum  for  discussing  the  array  of 
concerns  such  as  transportation, 
including  transit  and  bicycle,  urban 
design,  and  open  space  engendered  by 
the  removal  of  the  Embarcadero 
Freeway.  CACEP's  recommendations 
wilt  be  considered  by  the  environmental 
document.  Public  scoping  sessions  will 
be  held  during  June,  July,  and  August, 
1992.  The  draft  EIS  will  tje  available  for 
public  and  agency  review  prior  to  the 
required  public  hearing.  Public  notice 
will  be  given  of  the  time  and  place  of 
meetings  and  the  hearing. 

To  ensure  that  the  full  range  of  issues 
related  to  this  proposed  action  are 
addressed,  and  all  significant  issues  are 


identified,  comments  and  suggestions 
are  invited  from  all  interested  parties. 
Comments  or  questions  concerning  this 
proposed  action  and  the  EIS  should  be 
directed  to  the  FHWA  at  the  address 
previously  provided  in  this  document. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance 
Program  Number  20.205,  Highway  Research, 
Planning,  and  Construction.  The  regulations 
implementing  Executive  Order  12372 
regarding  intergovernmental  consultation  of 
Federal  Programs  and  activities  apply  to  this 
program] 

Issued  on:  March  13, 1992. 

G.  B.  Wong, 

Senior  Area  Engineer,  Sacramento, 

California. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6474  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 

WLUNG  CODE  4910-22-M 

Federal  Railroad  Administration 

Application  for  Approval  of 
Discontinuance  or  Modification  of  a 
Railroad  Signal  System  or  Relief  From 
the  Requirements  of  49  CFR  Part  236 

Pursuant  to  49  CFR  part  235  and  49 
app.  U.S.C.  26,  the  following  railroads 
have  petitioned  the  Federal  Railroad 
Administration  (FRA)  seeking  approval 
for  the  discontinuance  or  modification  of 
the  signal  system  or  relief  from  the 
requirements  of  49  CFR  part  236  as 
detailed  below. 

Block  Signal  Application  (BS-AP)-No. 
3151 

Applicant:  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Mr.  P.  M.  Abaray,  Chief 
Engineer-Signals,  1416  Dodge  Street, 
Room  920,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68179. 

The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
seeks  approval  of  the  proposed 
modification  of  the  traffic  control 
system,  at  milepost  4.3  and  milepost  5.4, 
near  North  Wells  Creek,  Texas,  on  the 
Red  River  Division,  Longview 
Subdivision,  consisting  of  the 
conversion  of  one  power-operated 
switch  and  one  switch  to  hand- 
operation  equipped  with  electric  locks, 
the  removal  of  four  controlled  signals, 
and  the  installation  of  two  automatic 
signals. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  that  the  siding  is  rarely  used 
for  the  passing  of  trains. 

BS-AP-No.  3152 

Applicant:  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Mr.  P.  M.  Abaray,  Chief 
Engineer-Signals,  1416  Dodge  Street, 
room  920,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68179. 

The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
seeks  approval  of  the  proposed 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  the 
automatic  block  signal  system,  between 


milepost  0.5  and  milepost  1.6,  near 
Albina  Yard  in  Portland.  Oregon,  on  the 
Columbia  River  Division,  Portland 
Subdivision,  consisting  of  the  removal  of 
circuit  controllers  from  11  hand- 
operated  switches,  the  removal  of  10 
automatic  block  signals,  and  the 
conversion  of  2  automatic  block  signals 
to  inoperative  approach  signals,  one 
requiring  relocation.  The  reason  given 
for  the  proposed  changes  is  to  alleviate 
excess  highway-rail  crossing  blockage 
in  the  Portland  area. 

BS-AP-No.  3153 

Applicant:  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company,  Mr.  P.  M.  Abaray,  Chief 
Engineer-Signals,  1416  Dodge  Street, 
room  920,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68179. 

The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
seeks  approval  of  the  proposed 
discontinuance  and  removal  of  the 
traffic  control  system,  between  milepost 
399.8  and  milepost  406.8,  near  McGehee, 
Arkansas,  on  the  Arkansas  Division, 
Wynne  Subdivision,  consisting  of  the 
removal  of  circuit  controllers  from  two 
hand-operated  switches,  the  removal  of 
two  automatic  signals,  and  the  removal 
of  one  controlled  signal. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  that  due  to  the 
discontinuance  of  through  train  service, 
the  signal  system  is  unnecessary. 

BS-AP-No.  3154 

Applicant:  Twin  Cities  and  Western 
Railroad  Company,  Mr.  Dennis  E. 

Shaffer,  President,  723  11th  Street  East, 
Glencoe,  Minnesota  55336. 

The  Twin  Cities  and  Western 
Railroad  Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  discontinuance  and  removal  of 
the  traffic  control  system,  between 
Glencoe,  Minnesota,  milepost  466.9  and 
Appleton,  Minnesota,  milepost  578.9,  on 
the  Glencoe  Subdivision,  a  distance  of 
approximately  112  miles. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  the  low  traffic  density  over 
the  trackage. 

BS-AP-No.  3155 

Applicant:  Burlington  Northern 
Railroad  Company,  Mr.  W.  G.  Peterson, 
Chief  Engineer-Control  Systems,  9401 
Indian  Creek  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  29136, 
Overland  Park,  Kansas  66201-9136. 

The  Burlington  Northern  Railroad 
Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  traffic 
control  system  on  the  single  main  track, 
between  Yakt,  Montana,  milepost 
1344.0,  and  Leonia,  Montana,  milepost 
1349.0,  on  the  Montana  Division.  Third 
Subdivision,  consisting  of  the  removal  of 
four  automatic  signals  and  the 
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installation  of  two  back  to  back 
automatic  signals  at  milepost  1346.6. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  due  to  pole  line  elimination 
associated  with  the  installation  of 
electronic  coded  track  circuits. 

BS-AP-No.  3158 

Applicant:  Burlington  Northern 
Railroad  Company.  Mr.  W.  G.  Peterson. 
Chief  Engineer-Control  Systems,  9401 
Indian  Creek  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  29136, 
Overland  Park,  Kansas  66201-9136. 

The  Burlington  Northern  Railroad 
Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  modibcation  of  the  traffic 
control  system  on  the  single  main  track, 
between  Vista,  Montana,  milepost 
1225.4,  and  Lupfer,  Montana,  milepost 
1230.9,  on  the  Montana  Division,  Third 
Subdivision,  consisting  of  the  removal  of 
four  automatic  signals  and  the 
installation  of  two  back  to  back 
automatic  signals  at  milepost  1228.0. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  due  to  pole  line  elimination 
associated  with  the  installation  of 
electronic  coded  track  circuits. 

BS-AP-No.  3157 

Applicant:  Burlington  Northern 
Railroad  Company,  Mr.  W.  G.  Peterson. 
Chief  Engineer-Control  Systems,  9401 
Indian  Creek  Parkway,  P.O.  Box  29138, 
Overland  Park,  Kansas  66201-9136. 

The  Burlington  Northern  Railroad 
Company  seeks  approval  of  the 
proposed  modification  of  the  traffic 
control  system  on  the  double  main  track, 
between  milepost  7.0  and  milepost  10.0, 
near  Fairlawn,  Missouri,  on  the 
Springfield  Division,  First  Subdivision, 
consisting  of  the  removal  of  automatic 
signal  numbers  83  and  the  relocation  of 
automatic  signal  numbers  73,  98  and  99. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  the  equalization  track  circuit 
associated  with  the  installation  of 
electronic  coded  track  circuits. 

BS-AP-No.  3158 

Applicant:  CSX  Transportation,  Inc., 
Mr.  W.  J.  Scheerer,  Chief  Engineer-Train 
Control.  500  Water  Street,  Jacksonville, 
Florida  32202. 

The  CSX  Transportation,  seeks 
approval  of  the  proposed  discontinuance 
and  removal  of  the  traffic  control  system 
between  Laughlin  Junction, 
Pennsylvania,  milepost  325.1  and 
Pittsburgh,  Pennsylvania,  milepost  327.8, 
on  the  Baltimore  Division,  Western 
Subdivision,  consisting  of  the  removal  of 
one  controlled  signal  and  two  electric 
locks  from  hand-operated  switches. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  that  present  day  operation 
does  not  warrant  retention  of  the  signal 
system. 


BS-AP-No,  3159 

Applicants:  Union  Pacific  Railroad 
Company.  Mr.  P.M.  Abaray,  Chief 
Engineer-Signals,  1416  Dodge  Street, 
room  920,  Omaha,  Nebraska  68179. 
Kansas  City  Southern  Railway 
Company,  Mr.  M.W.  Hahn,  Vice 
President.  Transportation,  114  W. 
Eleventh  Street,  Kansas  City,  Missouri 
64105. 

The  Union  Pacific  Railroad  Company 
(UP)  and  Kansas  City  Southern  Railway 
Company  (KCS)  jointly  seek  approval  of 
the  proposed  modification  to  Kerr 
McGee  Interlocking,  UP  milepost  2.43, 
near  Texarkana,  Texas,  where  a  single 
main  track  of  the  KCS  crosses  at  grade 
two  main  tracks  of  the  UP,  Red  River 
Division,  Dallas  Subdivision,  consisting 
of  the  discontinuance  and  removal  of 
electrically  locked  derail  numbers  3  and 
4  and  replace  them  with  an  electric  lock 
gate. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  improve  operations. 

BS-AP-No.  3160 

Applicant:  Consolidated  Rail 
Corporation,  Mr.  J.F.  Noffsinger,  Chief 
Engineer-C&S,  15  North  32nd  Street. 
Room  1215,  Philadelphia, 

Pennsylvania  19104-2849. 

Consolidated  Rail  Corporation  seeks 
approval  of  the  proposed  modification  of 
the  automatic  block  signal  system  on  the 
two  main  tracks  between  "CP  Rock" 
Interlocking,  milepost  8.7,  and  “CP 
Norris"  Interlocking,  milepost  18,  near 
Norristown,  Pennsylvania,  on  the 
Harrisburg  Line,  Philadelphia  Division, 
consisting  of  the  removal  of  automatic 
signal  numbers  167, 173, 176,  and  182. 

The  reason  given  for  the  proposed 
changes  is  to  retire  facilities  no  longer 
required  for  present  operation. 

Any  interested  party  desiring  to 
protest  the  granting  of  an  application 
shall  set  forth  specifically  the  grounds 
upon  which  the  protest  is  made,  and 
contain  a  concise  statement  of  the 
interest  of  the  protestant  in  the 
proceeding.  The  original  and  two  copies 
of  the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the 
Associate  Administrator  for  Safety, 

FRA.  400  Seventh  Street  SW., 
Washington,  DC  20590  within  45 
calendar  days  of  the  date  of  issuance  of 
this  notice.  Additionally,  one  copy  of  the 
protest  shall  be  furnished  to  the 
applicant  at  the  address  listed  above. 

FRA  expects  to  be  able  to  determine 
these  matters  without  oral  hearing. 
However,  if  a  specific  request  for  an  oral 
hearing  is  accompanied  by  a  showing 
that  the  party  is  unable  to  adequately 
present  his  or  her  position  by  written 
statements,  an  application  may  be  set 
for  public  hearing. 


Issued  in  Washington,  DC  on  March  13, 
1992. 

Phil  Olekszyk, 

Deputy  Associate  Administrator  for  Safety. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6546  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BtLUNQ  CODE  StKMM-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  0MB  for 
Review 

Date:  March  13. 1992. 

The  Department  of  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement(s)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex. 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.. 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Bureau  of  AlcohoL  Tobacco  and 
Firearms 

OMB  Number:  1512-0082. 

Form  Number:  ATF  F  5120.24  (1582- 
A). 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Drawback  on  Wine  Exported. 

Description:  When  proprietors  export 
wines  that  have  been  produced, 
packaged,  manufactured  or  bottled  in 
the  United  States,  they  file  a  claim  for  a 
drawback  or  refund  for  the  taxes  that 
have  already  been  paid  on  the  wine. 
This  form  notifies  ATF  that  the  wine 
was  in  fact  exported  and  helps  to 
protect  the  revenue  and  prevent 
fraudulent  claims. 

Respondents:  Individuals  or 
households.  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit.  Small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 
900. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  1  hour,  8  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
2,025  hours. 

OMB  Number:  1512-0096. 

Form  Number:  ATF  F  5130.12  (1689). 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Beer  for  Exportation. 

Description:  Untaxpaid  beer  may  be 
removed  from  a  brewery  for  exportation 
without  payment  of  the  excise  taxes 
normally  due.  In  order  that  this  will  be 
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accomplished,  and  for  ATF  to  monitor 
such  transactions,  brewers  complete 
ATF  F  5130.12  (1689).  This  form  monitors 
exports  on  ships  and  aircraft  or  to 
military  bases.  The  form  is  certified  by 
U.S.  Customs  and  ensures  that 
untaxpaid  beer  does  not  reach  domestic 
markets. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

101. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  1  hour,  39  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
10.000  hours. 

OMB  Number:  1512-0117. 

Form  Number:  ATF  F  5620.7  (2147). 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Claim  for  Drawback  of  Tax  on 
Cigars.  Cigarettes,  Cigarette  Papers  and 
Cigarette  Tubes. 

Description:  ATF  F  5620.7  documents 
that  cigars,  cigarettes,  cigarette  papers 
and  tubes  were  shipped  to  a  foreign 
country,  Puerto  Rico  or  the  Virgin 
Islands,  and  that  the  tax  was  already 
paid  on  these  products.  ATF  F  5620.7  is 
used  as  the  claim  filed  by  a  person  who 
paid  the  tax  to  claim  a  drawback  for  the 
tax  that  has  already  been  paid. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

286. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  30  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 

144  hours. 

OMB  Number:  1512-0190. 

Form  Number:  ATF  F  5100.11. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Withdrawal  of  Spirits, 

Denatured  Spirits,  or  Wines  for 
Exportation  (Supplemental). 

Description:  ATF  F  5100.11  is 
completed  by  exporters  to  report  the 
withdrawal  of  spirits,  denatured  spirits, 
and  wines  from  internal  revenue  bonded 
premises,  without  payment  of  tax  for 
direct  exportation,  transfer  to  a  foreign 
trade  zone,  customs  manufacturers 
bonded  warehouse,  or  customs  bonded 
warehouse  or  for  use  as  supplies  on 
vessels  or  aircraft. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit,  Small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 
300. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  1. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
6,000  hours. 

OMB  Number:  1512-0200. 


Form  Number:  ATF  F  5110.31. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Application  and  Permit  to  Ship 
Puerto  Rican  Spirits  to  the  U.S.  Without 
Payment  of  Tax. 

Description:  ATF  F  5110.31  is  used  to 
allow  a  person  to  ship  spirits  in  bulk 
into  the  U.S.  The  form  identifies  the 
person  in  Puerto  Rico  from  where 
shipments  are  to  be  made,  the  person  in 
the  U.S.  receiving  the  spirits,  amount  of 
spirits  to  be  shipped,  and  the  bond  of 
the  U.S.  person  to  cover  taxes  on  such 
spirits. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit,  Small  businesses  or 
organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

20. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  27  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
450  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Robert  N.  Hogarth 
(202)  927-8930,  Bureau  of  Alcohol, 
Tobacco  and  Firearms,  room  3200,  650 
Massachuetts  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20226. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6494  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4810-31-M 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

Date:  March  12, 1992. 

The  Department  of  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement(s)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

OMB  Number:  1545-0257.  • 

Form  Number:  IRS  Forms  8109,  8109-B 
and  8109-C. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Federal  Tax  Deposit  Coupon 
(8109  and  8109-B)  FTD  Address  Change 
{8109C). 


Description:  Federal  Tax  Deposit 
Coupons  are  used  to  deposit  certain 
types  of  taxes  at  authorized 
depositaries.  Coupons  are  sent  to  IRS 
Center  for  crediting  to  taxpayers’ 
accounts.  Data  is  used  by  IRS  to  make 
the  credit  and  to  verify  tax  deposits 
claimed  on  the  returns.  The  FTD 
Address  Change  is  used  to  change  the 
address  on  the  FTD  coupons.  All 
taxpayers  required  to  make  deposits  are 
affected. 

Respondents:  State  and  local 
governments.  Farms,  Businesses  or  other 
for-profit.  Federal  agencies  or 
employees.  Non-profit  institutions.  Small 
businesses  or  organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 
9,800,700. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 


Respondent 

Form  No. 

Response 

time 

(minutes) 

8109 . 

2 

8109-B . . 

3 

8109C . 

1 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 
Monthly,  Quarterly,  Other  (eighth- 
monthly,  semi-monthly). 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
2,016,425  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Garrick  Shear  (202) 
535-4297,  Internal  Revenue  Service, 
room  5571, 1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20224. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.  92-6495  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4S30-01-M 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

Date:  March  17, 1992. 

The  Department  of  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement(s)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  'Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
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Treasury,  Room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

OMB  Number;  1545-0959. 

Regulation  ID  Number:  LR-213-76 
Final  Regulations. 

Type  of  Review:  Extension. 

Title:  Estate  and  Gift  Taxes;  Qualified 
Disclaimers  of  Property. 

Description:  Section  2518  allows  a 
person  to  disclaim  an  interest  in 
property  received  by  gift  or  inheritance. 
The  interest  is  treated  as  if  the 
disclaimant  never  received  or 
transferred  such  interest  for  Federal  gift 
tax  purposes.  A  qualified  disclaimer 
must  be  in  writing  and  delivered  to  the 
transferor  or  trustee. 

Respondents:  Individual  or 
households. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 

2.000. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  30  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  On  occasion. 
Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
1,000  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Garrick  Shear, 
(202)  535-4297,  Internal  Revenue 
Service,  room  5571, 1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20224. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf, 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6517  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4S30-01-M 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

Date:  March  16, 1992. 

The  Department  of  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirement(s)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW., 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

OMB  Number:  1545-1036. 

Form  Number:  IRS  Form  8716. 

Type  of  Review:  Revision. 


Title:  Election  to  Have  a  Tax  Year 
Other  Than  a  Required  Tax  Year. 

Description:  Election  by  partnerships, 

S  Corporations,  and  personal  service 
corporations,  under  section  444(a),  to 
retain  or  to  adopt  a  tax  year  that  is  not  a 
required  tax  year.  Service  Centers 
accept  Form  8716  and  use  the  form 
information  to  assign  master-file  codes 
that  allow  the  Center  to  accept  the  filer’s 
tax  return  filed  for  a  tax  year  (fiscal 
year)  that  would  not  otherwise  be 
acceptable. 

Respondents:  Farms,  Businesses  or 
other.  Small  businesses  or  organizations. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents/ 
Recordkeepers:  40.000. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent/ Recordkeepers: 

Recordkeeping;  2  hours,  23  minutes. 

Learning  about  the  law  or  the  form:  1 
hour.  12  minutes. 

Preparing  and  sending  the  form  to  the 
IRS:  1  hour,  17  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  Other 
(Nonrecurring,  one-time  filing  to  elect  a 
nonrequired  tax  year). 

Estimated  Total  Reporting/ 
Recordkeeping  Burden:  194,400  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Garrick  Shear, 

(202)  535-4297,  Internal  Revenue 
Service,  room  5571, 1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW„  Washington,  DC  20224. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf, 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington,  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Departmental  Reports.  Management  Officer. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6518  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BIUINQ  CODE  48a<H>1-M 


Public  Information  Collection 
Requirements  Submitted  to  OMB  for 
Review 

Date:  March  16, 1992. 

The  Department  of  the  Treasury  has 
submitted  the  following  public 
information  collection  requirementfs)  to 
OMB  for  review  and  clearance  under 
the  Paperwork  Reduction  Act  of  1980, 
Public  Law  96-511.  Copies  of  the 
submission(s)  may  be  obtained  by 
calling  the  Treasury  Bureau  Clearance 
Officer  listed.  Comments  regarding  this 
information  collection  should  be 
addressed  to  the  OMB  reviewer  listed 
and  to  the  Treasury  Department 
Clearance  Officer,  Department  of  the 
Treasury,  room  3171  Treasury  Annex, 
1500  Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW, 
Washington,  DC  20220. 

Internal  Revenue  Service 

OMB  Number:  New. 

Form  Number:  None. 


Type  of  Review:  New  collection. 

Title:  Coordinated  Examination 
Program;  Examination  Post  Closing 
Survey. 

Description:  The  data  collected  will 
be  used  to  evaluate  the  level  of 
satisfaction  of  the  largest  corporate 
taxpayers  examined  by  the  IRS. 
Examination  Function,  to  identify 
possible  areas  of  program  improvement, 
and  thereby,  improve  the  quality  and 
effectiveness  of  the  Coordinated 
Examination  Program. 

Respondents:  Businesses  or  other  for- 
profit. 

Estimated  Number  of  Respondents: 
300. 

Estimated  Burden  Hours  Per 
Respondent:  2  hours,  30  minutes. 

Frequency  of  Response:  Other  (One 
time  at  conclusion  of  taxpayer 
examination). 

Estimated  Total  Reporting  Burden: 
750  hours. 

Clearance  Officer:  Garrick  Shear. 
(202)  535-4297,  Internal  Revenue 
Service,  room  5571, 1111  Constitution 
Avenue,  NW.,  Washington,  DC  20224. 

OMB  Reviewer:  Milo  Sunderhauf, 
(202)  395-6880,  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget,  room  3001,  New  Executive 
Office  Building,  Washington.  DC  20503. 
Lois  K.  Holland, 

Department  Reports  Management  Officer. 
(FR  Doc.  92-6519  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  4830-01-M 


UNITED  STATES  INFORMATION 
AGENCY 

Islamic  Culture  and  Civilization  Today 

AGENCY:  United  States  Information 
Agency. 

action:  Notice — request  for  proposals. 

summary:  The  Bureau  of  Educational 
and  Cultural  Affairs  of  the  U.S. 
Information:  Agency  (USIA)  seeks  a 
non-profit  educational  or  professional 
organization  to  assist  in  the 
administration  of  the  FY 1992  Fulbright 
“Islamic  Culture  and  Civilization 
Today”  program.  The  organization,  in 
cooperation  with  USIA,  shall  solicit  and 
receive  applications  from  faculty  of 
colleges,  universities  and  community 
colleges  in  the  U.S.  The  organization 
also  shall  coordinate  the  competitive 
review  of  technically  eligible 
applications  and  provide  panel 
recommendations  and  assessments  on 
each  application  based  on  academic 
criteria  to  be  provided  by  USIA. 

The  Islamic  Culture  and  Civilization 
Today  program  shall  support  a  seminar 
in  a  country  with  a  substantial  Muslim 
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population.  Eligible  seminar  sites  are 
limited  to  selected  countries  which 
represent  USIA's  geographic  priorities 
for  this  method  of  academic  exchange. 

Interested  organizations  may  propose 
to  develop  and  administer  a  seminar  of 
up  to  four  to  six  weeks  beginning  June 
1993  in  one  of  the  following  countries: 
Egypt,  Jordan,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Turkey,  or  Yemen.  The  seminar, 
conducted  in  English  for  up  to  12  U.S. 
faculty  who  are  neither  area  nor  Islamic 
studies  specialists  and  who  are  U.S. 
citizens  with  limited  or  no  previous 
experience  in  the  area,  shall  examine 
the  political,  social,  economic, 
educational  and  cultural  institutions  of 
the  subject  country,  in  light  of  its  recent 
history  and  current  development. 

The  seminar's  perspective  shall  be 
interdisciplinary  and  the  sessions  led  by 
experts  in  Helds  concerned  with  seminar 
topics  and  who  are  resident  in  the 
subject  country.  The  seminar  may 
include  sessions  or  meetings  in  various 
locales  within  the  subject  country,  as 
well  as  visits  to  relevant  institutions  in 
the  country.  The  organization  shall 
publicize  ^e  opportunity  among  and 
accept  applications  from  faculty  of 
social  sciences  and  humanities,  such  as 
history,  religious  studies,  political 
science,  art,  geography.  A  Ph  J).  shall  be 
generally  required  and  candidacy 
restricted  to  applicants  who  hold  full¬ 
time  teaching  appointments  and  meet 
other  requirements. 

OATES:  Deadline  for  proposals:  All 
copies  must  be  received  at  USIA  by  5 
p.m.  Washington,  DC,  time  on  May  15, 
1992.  Faxed  documents  will  not  be 
accepted,  nor  will  documents 
postmarked  on  May  15, 1992,  but 
received  at  a  later  date.  It  is  the 
responsibility  of  each  organization  to 
ensure  that  proposals  are  received  by 
USIA  by  the  above  deadline.  Grants 
should  begin  September  1, 1992,  and  run 
through  August  31, 1993. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

To  request  detailed  submission  material 
and  information  additional  to  this 
announcement,  interested  organizations 
should  contact: 

For  Turkey — Mr.  Ted  Kniker,  U.S. 
Information  Agency,  European 
Academic  Exchange  Programs  (E/ 
AEE),  room  208,  301  Fourth  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20547  (tel.  202- 
619-5341). 

For  Egypt,  Jordan,  Morocco,  Pakistan, 
Yemen — Mr.  Michael  B.  Graham,  U.S. 
Information  Agency,  Near  East/South 
Asia  Academic  Exchange  Programs 
(E/AEN),  room  212,  301  Fourth  Street 
SW.,  Washington.  DC  20547  (Tel.  202- 
619-5368) 


ADDRESSES:  The  original  and  fifteen  (15) 
copies  of  the  completed  submission, 
including  required  forms,  should  be 
submitted  by  the  deadline  to  Office  of 
the  Executive  Director  (E/X),  Islamic 
Culture  and  Civilization,  room  357,  U.S. 
Information  Agency,  301  Fourth  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  DC  20547. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

Overview 

Authority  for  this  activity  is  the 
Mutual  Educational  and  Cultural 
Exchange  Act  of  1961,  Public  Law  87-256 
(Fulbri^t-Hays  Act).  Through  the 
Fulbri^t  program  USIA  seeks  to 
increase  mutual  understanding  between 
the  people  of  the  United  States  and 
people  of  other  countries.  Pursuant  to 
the  Bureau’s  authorizing  legislation, 
programs  must  maintain  a  non-political 
character  and  should  be  balanced  and 
representative  of  the  diversity  of 
American  political,  social  and  cultural 
life. 

Eligibility 

Non-profit  organizations  with 
experience  in  international  education, 
such  as  educational  and  professional 
organizations  and  institutions.  American 
overseas  research  centers,  colleges  and 
universities,  are  invited  to  submit 
proposals  for  a  USIA  cooperative 
agreement. 

Guidelines 

In  preparing  a  proposal,  organizations 
should  address  the  subjects  of  program 
design  and  scheduling,  as  well  as 
program  administration.  At  a  minimum  a 
successful  proposal  should  clearly  cover 
publicity,  logistical  and  scheduling 
measures.  A  plan  for  post-seminar 
follow-up  evaluation  and  reporting  must 
also  be  submitted. 

Proposed  Budget 

A  comprehensive  line  item  budget  not 
to  exceed  $100,000  must  be  submitted 
with  the  proposal.  Specific  guidelines  for 
budget  preparation  are  included  in  the 
application  material  available  from 
USIA.  (Grants  awarded  to  eligible 
organizations  with  less  then  four  years' 
experience  conducting  international 
exchange  activities  and  services  will  be 
limited  to  $60,000.  Budget  submissions 
from  such  organizations  may  not  exceed 
this  amount.) 

Review  Process 

USIA  will  acknowledge  receipt  of  all 
proposals  and  will  review  them  for 
technical  eligibility.  Proposals  will  be 
deemed  ineligible  if  they  do  not  adhere 
to  the  guidelines  established  herein. 
Ineligible  proposals  will  not  be 
considered  for  funding.  Eligible 


proposals  will  be  forwarded  to  panels  of 
USIA  officers  for  advisory  review. 
Funding  decisions  are  at  the  discretion 
of  the  Associate  Director  for 
Educational  and  Cultural  Affairs.  Final 
technical  authority  for  awarding  a  grant 
resides  with  USIA’s  Office  of-Contracts. 

Review  Criteria 

Technically  eligible  proposals  for  this 
competition  will  be  reviewed  according 
to  the  following  criteria  and  funding  will 
be  allocated  on  the  basis  of  the  degree 
to  which  the  criteria  are  met: 

1.  Quality/responsiveness — Quality  of 
administrative  plan  and  adherence  of 
the  proposed  activity  to  the  criteria  and 
conditions  described  in  the  application 
material  available  from  USIA.  Proposals 
should  clearly  demonstrate  how  the 
organization  will  meet  the  program's 
objectives  and  plan. 

2.  Institutional  capacity — Proposed 
personnel  and  institutional  resources  to 
be  applied  to  the  project  should  be  . 
adequate  and  appropriate  to  achieve  all 
goals  and  objectives. 

3.  Cost-effectiveness — ^The  overhead 
and  administrative  components  of  the 
proposal,  including  salary /benefits  and 
indirect  costs  applied  to  administrative 
and  program  expenses,  should  be  kept 
to  not  more  than  20  percent  of  the  total 
request.  All  budget  items  should  be 
necessary  and  appropriate.  Proposals 
should  demonstrate  cost-sharing  and  in- 
kind  support. 

4.  Track  record/potential — Proposals 
should  demonstrate  potential  for 
excellence  and/or  a  track  record  of  the 
organization’s  involvement  in 
international  education,  particularly 
academic  exchange. 

5.  Evaluation  plan — Proposals  should 
provide  a  plan  for  follow  up  and 
evaluation  by  the  grantee  organization. 

6.  Reasonableness,  feasibility, 
flexibility — Proposals  should 
demonstrate  how  the  objectives  will  be 
met. 

7.  Multiplier  effect/impact — A 
particular  priority  is  that  the  seminar 
strengthen  long-term  mutual 
understanding,  include  maximum 
sharing  of  information  and  views  among 
participants,  and  provide  opportunities 
to  facilitate  the  establishment  of  broader 
institutional  and  individual  scholarly 
ties  for  collaborative  teaching  and 
research  in  the  U.S.  and  the  subject 
country. 

8.  Mutuality  of  benefits — ^Proposals 
should  show  evidence  of  strong  mutual 
benefits  to  the  U.S.  and  foreign 
institutions  and  individuals  involved,  as 
well  as  evidence  of  strong  commitment 
to  the  goals  of  the  program. 
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Notice 

The  terms  and  conditions  published  in 
this  RFP  are  binding  and  may  not  be 
modified  by  any  USIA  representative. 
Explanatory  information  provided  by 
the  Agency  that  contradicts  published 
language  will  not  be  binding.  Issuance  of 
the  RFP  does  not  constitute  an  award 
commitment  on  the  part  of  the  U.S. 
Government.  Final  award  cannot  be 
made  until  funds  have  been  fully 
appropriated  by  Congress,  allocated  and 
committed  through  internal  USIA 
procedures. 

Notification 

All  applicants  will  be  notified  of  the 
results  of  the  review  of  full  proposals  on 
or  about  July  15, 1992.  Grant  awards  will 
be  subject  to  standard  periodic  reporting 
and  evaluation  requirements. 

Dated:  13  March  1992. 

William  P.  Glade, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Educational 
and  Cultural  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6572  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
WLUtlG  CODE  8230-01-M 


University  Deveiopment  Program  in 
Business  Management  for  Estonia, 
Latvia  and  Lithuania 

AGENCY:  United  States  Information 
Agency. 

ACTION:  Notice — request  for  proposals. 

SUMMARY:  Subject  to  the  availability  of 
funds,  the  United  States  Information 
Agency  (USIA)  invites  applications  from 
accredited  U.S.  educational  institutions 
to  conduct  exchange  programs  with 
post-secondary  educational  institutions 
in  Estonia,  Latvia,  and  Lithuania  to 
develop  their  business  management 
capability. 

DATES:  Deadline  for  proposals:  All 
copies  must  be  received  at  the  U.S. 
Information  Agency  by  5  p.m. 
Washington,  DC  time  on  April  22, 1992. 
Faxed  documents  will  not  be  accepted, 
nor  will  documents  postmarked  on  April 
22, 1992,  but  received  at  a  later  date.  It  is 
the  responsibility  of  each  grant 
applicant  to  ensure  that  proposals  are 
received  by  the  above  deadline.  Grants 
may  not  begin  prior  to  September  1, 

1992,  but  must  begin  no  later  than 
September  30, 1992,  but  must  begin  no 
later  than  September  30, 1992.  The 
duration  of  the  grant  should  be  from 
twelve  (12)  to  eighteen  (18)  months. 
ADDRESSES:  The  original  and  15 
complete  copies  of  the  completed 
application,  including  required  forms, 
should  be  submitted  by  the  deadline  to: 
U.S.  Information  Agency,  Ref.: 
University  Development  in  Business 


Management  for  Estonia,  Latvia  and 
Lithuania,  Office  of  Grants 
ManagemenL  E/XE,  room  357,  301  4th 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  DC  20547. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 
Interested  U.S.  organizations  and 
institutions  should  contact  Mr.  Ted 
Kniker  at  the  U.S.  Information  Agency, 
301  4th  Street  SW.,  European  Branch, 
Academic  Exchanges  Division,  E/AEE 
room  208,  Washington.  DC  20547; 
telephone  (202)  619-5341  to  request 
detailed  application  packets,  which 
include  award  criteria  additional  to  this 
announcement,  all  necessary  forms,  and 
guidelines  for  preparking  proposals, 
including  specific  budget  preparation 
information.  Other  proposal 
requirements  are  stipulated  and 
described  in  the  application  guidelines 
for  this  program . 

SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION:  Overall 
authority  for  these  exchanges  is 
contained  in  the  Mutual  Educational  and 
Cultural  Exchange  Act  of  1961,  as 
amended.  Public  Law  87-256  (Fulbright- 
Hays  Act).  The  purpose  of  the  Act  is  “to 
enable  the  Government  of  the  United 
States  to  increase  mutual  understanding 
between  the  people  of  the  United  States 
and  people  of  other  countries  by  means 
of  educational  and  cultural  exchange;  to 
strengthen  the  ties  which  unite  us  with 
other  nations  by  demonstrating  the 
educational  and  cultural  interests, 
developments,  and  achievements  of  the 
people  of  the  United  States  and  other 
nations  *  *  *  and  thus  to  assist  in  the 
development  of  friendly,  sympathetic, 
and  peaceful  relations  between  the 
United  States  and  other  countries  of  the 
world."  Pursuant  to  the  Bureau  of 
Educational  and  Cultural  Affairs 
authorizing  legislation,  programs  must 
maintain  a  non-political  character  and 
should  be  balanced  and  representative 
of  the  diversity  of  American  political, 
social  and  cultural  life,  programs  shall 
also  “maintain  their  scholarly  integrity 
and  shall  meet  the  highest  standards  of 
academic  excellence  or  artistic 
achievement.” 

Overview 

The  independence  of  the  Baltic  States 
provides  a  historic  opportunity  to 
contribute  to  the  region’s  successful 
transition  to  a  free  market  economy. 
Under  the  auspices  of  the  U.S. 
assistance  program  for  Eastern  Europe, 
the  USIA  is  undertaking  a  new  program 
in  Fiscal  Year  1992  to  help  foster  greater 
expertise  in  business  management  in  the 
Baltics. 

Guidelines 

The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to 
promote  the  development  of  business 


management  programs  in  Estonia, 

Latvia,  and  Lithuania.  Applications  will 
be  accepted  from  accredited  U.S. 
colleges  and  universities  to  conduct  a 
program  with  one,  two  or  three  foreign 
partners  located  in  the  same  country. 
Regional  programs  (e.g.  programs 
spanning  more  than  one  country)  will  be 
considered  technically  ineligible. 

Partner  institutions  may  be  college  or 
university  business  departments, 
faculties,  or  business  education 
institutes.  Preference  will  be  given  to 
projects  in  which  the  overseas  partner  is 
a  university  or  college.  Proposals  that 
are  extensions  or  enhancements  of  past 
or  current  relationships  with  a  partner 
institution  will  be  acceptable.  The 
development  of  these  programs  can  be 
advanced  by  assisting  the  Baltic 
institutions  with  faculty  development 
and  enrichment,  curriculum  design, 
administrative  organization,  and  direct 
teaching.  Courses  developed  may 
include,  but  are  not  limited  to, 
mariceting,  production  management, 
economics,  industrial  relations,  frnance, 
accounting,  and  international  business. 
The  project  may  include  components  for 
university  to  private  sector  linkages. 
Proposals  should  provide  provisions  for 
a  two-way  exchange.  The  length  of 
visits  by  Americans  may  vary,  but  it  is 
expected  that  at  least  one  of  the 
American  participants  will  be  in 
residence  overseas  for  at  least  one 
semester.  The  length  of  visits  by 
Estonians,  Latvians,  or  Lithuanians  may 
very,  but  should  not  exceed  six  weeks. 

A  proposal  will  be  deemed  technically 
ineligible  if: 

1.  The  applicant  is  neither  an  accredited 
U.S.  college  nor  university; 

2.  The  project  does  not  constitute  a 
direct  partnership  with  a  post¬ 
secondary  business  management 
program  in  a  Baltic  country; 

3.  The  project  involves  partnerships  in 
more  than  one  country;  or 

4.  The  project  does  not  seek  to  address 
the  faculty,  curriculum,  and 
administrative  aspects  entailed  in 
developing  the  business  management 
program  identified. 

Institutional  Commitment 

Proposals  must  include 
documentation  of  institutional  support 
for  the  proposed  program  in  the  form  of 
signed  letters  of  endorsement  from  the 
U.S.  and  foreign  institutions’  presidents, 
chancellors,  or  directors,  or  in  the  form 
of  a  signed  agreement  by  the  same 
persons.  The  Letters  of  Endorsement 
must  describe  each  institution’s 
commitment  and  activities  in  support  of 
an  on-going  partner  linkage  and  make 
specific  reference  to  the  proposed 
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program  and  each  institution’s  activities 
in  support  of  that  program.  The 
documentation  must  be  included  with 
the  proposal  submission.  Applying 
institutions  are  expected  to  make  their 
own  arrangements  with  the  appropriate 
Estonian,  Latvian,  or  Lithuanian 
institutions. 

Proposed  Budget 

Project  awards  to  the  U.S.  institutions 
will  be  made  in  a  wide  range  of  amounts 
but  will  not  exeed  $400,000.  USIA 
anticipates  awarding  three  to  six  grants 
in  amounts  ranging  from  $60,000  to 
$400,000,  with  at  least  one  grant 
awarded  for  a  project  in  each  of  the 
three  Baltic  countries.  The  Agency 
reserves  the  right  to  reduce,  revise,  or 
increase  proposal  budgets  in  accordance 
with  the  needs  of  the  program.  For 
organizations  with  less  than  four  years 
of  experience  in  international  exchange 
activities,  grants  will  be  limited  to  a 
maximum  of  $60,000.  All  organizations 
must  submit  a  comprehensive  line  item 
budget,  the  details  and  format  of  which 
are  contained  in  the  application  packet. 

Allowable  Costs 

Allowable  costs  are  limited  to  the 
following  categories: 

— International  Travel  (via  American 
flag  carriers): 

— ^Domestic  travel: 

— Maintenance  (including  lodging,  meals 
and  incidental  expenses): 

— Educational  materials  (including 
books,  rfeference  materials, 
computers,  etac.): 

— Administration  (salaries,  benefits, 
communications,  other  direct  and 
indirect  costs)  * 

— Application  should  demonstrate 
substantial  cost-sharing  (dollar  and 
in-kind)  in  both  program  and 
administrative  expenses,  including 
overseas  partner  contributions. 

Review  Process 

USIA  will  acknowledge  receipt  of  all 
proposals  and  will  review  them  for 
technical  eligibility.  Proposals  will  be 
deemed  ineligible  if  they  do  not  fully 
adhere  to  the  guidelines  established 
herein  and  in  the  application  packet  (E/ 
AEE-92-02).  Eligible  proposals  will  be 
forwarded  to  panels  of  USIA  officers  for 
advisory  review.  All  eligible  proposals 
will  also  be  reviewed  by  the  appropriate 
geographic  area  office,  and  the  budget 
and  contracts  offices.  Proposals  may 
also  be  reviewed  by  the  Agency’s  Office 
of  General  Counsel.  Funding  decisions 
are  at  the  discretion  of  the  Associate 

'  Please  Note;  It  is  required  that  requested 
administrative  funds  not  exceed  20  percent  of  the 
total  amount  requested,  including  administrative 
expenses  for  orientation  and  indirect  costs  applied 
to  all  administrative  and  program  costs; 
administrative  expenses  should  be  cost-shared. 


Director  for  Educational  and  Cultural 
Affairs.  Final  technical  authority  for 
grant  awards  resides  with  USIA’s 
contracting  officer. 

Review  Criteria 

Technically  eligible  applications  will 
be  competitively  reviewed  according  to 
the  following  criteria: 

a.  Quality  of  program  plan,  including 
academic  rigor,  thorough  conception  of 
project,  demonstration  of  meeting 
partner  needs,  contributions  to 
understanding  the  partner  country, 
proposed  follow-up,  and  qualifications 
of  program  staff  and  participants. 

b.  Feasibility  of  the  program  plan  and 
the  capacity  of  the  organization  to 
conduct  the  exchange.  Proposals  should 
clearly  demonstrate  how  the  institution 
will  meet  the  program  objectives  and 
plan. 

c.  Track  record — relevant  Agency  and 
outside  assessments  of  the 
organization’s  experience  with 
international  exchanges:  for 
organizations  that  have  not  worked  with 
USIA,  the  demonstrated  potential  to 
achieve  program  goals  will  be 
evaluated. 

d.  Multiplier  effect/impact — the 
impact  of  the  exchange  activity  on  the 
wider  community  and  on  the 
development  of  continuing  ties,  as  well 
as  the  contribution  of  the  proposed 
activity  in  promoting  mutual 
understanding. 

e.  Value  of  U.S.-partner  country 
relations — the  assessment  by  USIA’s 
geographic  area  office  of  the  need, 
potential  impact,  and  significance  of  the 
project  with  the  partner  country. 

f.  Cost  effectiveness — greatest  return 
on  each  grant  dollar:  degree  of  cost¬ 
sharing  exhibited. 

g.  Adherence  of  proposed  activities  to 
the  criteria  and  conditions  described 
above. 

h.  Institutional  commitment  as 
demonstrated  by  financial  and  other 
support  to  the  program. 

i.  Follow-on  Activities — proposals 
should  provide  a  plan  for  continued 
follow-on  activity  (without  USIA 
support)  which  ensures  that  USIA 
supported  programs  are  not  isolated 
events.  There  must  be  a  clear 
demonstration  by  both  institutions  to  a 
long-term  commitment. 

j.  Evaluation  plan — proposals  should 
provide  a  plan  for  evaluation  by  the 
grantee  institution. 

Notice 

The  terms  and  conditions  published  in 
the  RFP  are  binding  and  may  not  be 
modified  by  any  USIA  representative. 
Explanatory  information  provided  by 
the  Agency  that  contradicts  published 
language  will  not  be  binding.  Issuance  of 
the  RFP  does  not  constitute  an  award 


commitment  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  Final  award  cannot  be 
made  until  funds  have  been  fully 
appropriated  by  Congress,  allocated  and 
committed  through  internal  USIA 
procedures. 

Notification 

All  applicants  will  be  notified  of  the 
results  of  the  review  process  on  or  about 
August  15, 1992.  Awarded  grants  will  be 
subject  to  periodic  reporting  and 
evaluation  requirements. 

Dated:  March  13, 1992. 

William  P.  Glade, 

Associate  Director,  Bureau  of  Educational 
and  Cultural  Affairs. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6571  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am) 
BILLING  CODE  S230-01-M 


OFFICE  OF  THE  UNITED  STATES 
TRADE  REPRESENTATIVE 

Determinations  Under  Sections  304 
and  305;  Thailand  Patent  Protection 

agency:  Office  of  the  United  States 
Trade  Representative. 
action:  Notice  of  determinations  under 
sections  304  and  305  of  the  Trade  Act  of 
1974,  as  amended  (Trade  Act). 

summary:  The  United  States  Trade 
Representative  (USTR)  has  determined 
pursuant  to  section  304(a)(l)(A)(ii)  of  the 
Trade  Act  that  the  Government  of 
Thailand’s  acts,  policies,  and  practices 
related  to  the  protection  of  patents  are 
unreasonable  and  burden  or  restrict  U.S. 
commerce.  The  USTR  has  further 
determined,  pursuant  to  section 
304(a)(1)(B)  of  the  Trade  Act,  that  action 
in  response  to  these  unreasonable  acts, 
policies  and  practices  is  appropriate,  but 
has  also  determined,  pursuant  to  section 
305(2)(A)(ii),  that  a  delay  of 
implementation  of  such  action  is 
desirable  to  obtain  a  satisfactory 
solution  with  respect  to  the  Government 
of  Thailand’s  acts,  policies  and  practices 
relating  to  patent  protection. 

EFFECTIVE  DATE:  March  15, 1992. 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT 
Peter  Collins,  Director,  Southeast  Asian 
and  Indian  Affairs  (202)  295-6813,  or 
Catherine  Field,  Associate  General 
Counsel  (202)  395-3432,  Office  of  the 
United  States  Trade  Representative. 
SUPPLEMENTARY  INFORMATION: 

On  January  30, 1991,  the 
Pharmaceutical  Manufacturers’ 
Association  (PMA)  filed  a  petition  under 
section  302(a)  of  the  Trade  Act,  alleging 
that  the  Royal  Thai  Government  denies 
adequate  and  effective  patent  protection 
for  pharmaceutical  products. 
Deficiencies  in  the  'Thai  patent  law 
included  lack  of  product  patent 
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protection  for  pharmaceuticals,  a  short 
term  of  protection,  requirements  to 
manufacture  a  product  or  use  a  process 
in  Thailand,  and  excessively  broad 
compulsory  licensing  provisions.  PMA 
also  seeks  transitional,  i.e.,  "pipeline** 
protection,  for  pharmaceutical  products 
that  have  been  patented  in  other 
countries  but  have  not  been  marketed  in 
Thailand. 

On  February  27, 1992,  Thailand*s 
National  Legislative  Assembly  enacted 
amendments  to  the  current  law.  These 
amendments  become  effective  180  days 
after  the  law  is  signed  and  published  in 
the  Government  Gazette.  Although  the 
amendments  make  some  improvements 
in  the  overall  level  of  patent  protection, 
including  providing  product  patent 
protection  for  pharmaceuticals  and  a  20 
year  from  filing  term  of  protection,  other 
provisions  undercut  many  of  these 
improvements.  Some  of  the  amendments 
diminish  the  effective  level  of  patent 
protection,  and  there  is  no  protection  for 
existing  patented  pharmaceuticals  that 
have  not  been  marketed  in  Thailand. 
The  newly-created  Pharmaceutical 
Patent  Board  has  been  granted 
unprecedentedly  broad  authority  to 
compel  owners  of  pharmaceutical 
patents  to  appear  and  present  sensitive 
information  and  to  subject  patent 
owners  to  sanctions  if  patent  owners  do 


not  comply  with  the  Board*s  requests. 
Complusory  licensing  provisions  remain 
overly  broad,  and  the  exclusions  from 
patented  subject  matter  are  vague  and 
cover  important  technologies. 

Section  304(a)(2)(B)  of  the  Trade  Act 
requires  USTR  to  determine  by  March 
15, 1992,  whether  the  Government  of 
Thailand*s  acts,  policies  and  practices 
under  investigation  are  unreasonable 
and  are  a  burden  or  restriction  on  U.S. 
commerce.  If  that  determination  is 
affirmative,  USTR  must  determine, 
subject  to  the  direction  of  the  President, 
what  action,  if  any,  is  appropriate  in 
response  to  that  unreasonable  act, 
policy  or  practice. 

Section  304  Determinations 

(1)  Thailand’s  Acts,  Policies  and 
Practices 

On  the  basis  of  the  investigation 
pursuant  to  section  302  of  the  Trade  Act, 
and  consultations  with  the  Government 
of  Thailand  and  affected  U.S.  industries, 
USTR  has  determined  that  the 
Govenunent  of  Thailand's  acts,  policies 
and  practices  related  to  the  protection  of 
patents  are  unreasonable  and  burden  or 
restrict  U.S.  commerce.  The  deficiencies 
in  the  Thai  patent  law  and  amendments 
adversely  affect  U.S.  owners  of  patents 


and  trade  in  products  protected  by 
patents. 

(2)  U.S.  Action 

The  USTR  had  determined  that  action 
under  section  301  in  response  to  these 
unreasonable  acts,  policies  and 
practices  is  appropriate  and  has 
directed  the  S^tion  301  Committee  to 
recommend  specific  options  for 
consideration. 

Determination  On  Implementation 

Section  305(a)(1)  provides  that  any 
action  to  be  taken  under  section  301 
shall  be  implemented  within  30  days,  in 
this  case  by  April  14, 1992.  Section 
305(a)(2)  further  provides  that  such 
implementation  may  be  delayed  by  not 
more  than  180  days  if  the  USTR 
determines  that  a  delay  is  necessary  or 
desirable  to  obtain  a  satisfactory 
solution  to  the  acts,  policies  or  practices 
that  are  the  subject  of  the  action.  The 
USTR  has  decided  that  it  is  necessary 
and  desirable  to  delay  implementation 
of  action  under  section  301  in  this  case 
beyond  April  14, 1992,  to  allow  for 
additional  bilateral  and  multilateral 
consultations  on  this  matter. 

Jeanne  E.  Davidson, 

Chairman,  Section  301  Committee. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6567  Filed  3-19-92;  8:45  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  9190-01-M 
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U. 8.  COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 

March  17. 1992. 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Friday,  March  27, 1992. 
PLACE:  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
1121  Vermont  Avenue,  NW„  Room  512, 
Washington,  DC  20425. 

STATUS:  Open  to  the  Public. 

March  27, 1992 

I.  Approval  of  Agenda 

II.  Approval  of  Minutes  of  March  9  and 

March  16  Meetings 

III.  Announcements 

IV.  Briefing  by  Victor  Canto  concerning 

Racial  Tensions 

V.  Briefing  by  the  Department  of  State 

representatives  concerning  Haitian 
Refugee  Policy 

VI.  Approval  of  Constructing  Denver's  New 
Airport:  Are  Minorities  and  Women 
Benefiting? 

VII.  Appointments  for  the  Alabama  and 
Kansas  Advisory  Committees 

VTIl.  Approval  of  Police-Community 
Relations  in  Reno,  Nevada 

IX.  Review  of  Commission  Meeting  Dates  for 

Remainder  of  Calendar  Year  1992 

X.  Staff  Director’s  Report 

Review  of  Commission  Meeting  Rules 

XI.  Future  Agenda  Items 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  FURTHER 
INFORMATION:  Barbara  Brooks,  Press 
and  Communications.  (202)  376-8312. 
Emma  Monroig, 

Solicitor. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6591  Filed  3-18-92;  9:04  am] 
bILUNG  CODE  633S-01-M 


DEPARTMENT  OF  ENERGY 

Federal  Energy  Regulatory  Commission 

(March  16. 1992) 

The  followng  notice  of  meeting  is 
published  pursuant  to  Section  3(a)  of  the 
Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act  (Pub.  L. 
No.  94-409),  5  U.S.C.  552b: 

DATE  AND  TIME:  April  3, 1992,  9:00  a.m. 
PLACE:  825  North  Capitol  Street,  NE, 
Room  9306,  Washington,  DC  20426. 
STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED:  FERC  and 
State  Public  Utility  Commissioners  will 
discuss  issues  concerning  Transmission 
Access  and  Pricing. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
INFORMATION:  Patrick  O.  Goss,  Division 


of  Public  and  Intergovernmental  Affairs, 
Telephone  (202)  208-1088. 

Lois  D.  Cashell, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.  92-6607  Filed  3-18-92;  9:07  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6717-01-M 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  open  session  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
Tuesday,  March  24, 1992,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Summary  Agenda:  No  substantive 
discussion  of  the  following  items  is 
anticipated.  These  matters  will  be 
resolved  with  a  single  vote  unless  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
requests  that  an  item  be  moved  to  the 
discussion  agenda. 

Disposition  of  minutes  of  previous 
meetings. 

Reports  of  actions  approved  by  the 
standing  committees  of  the  Corporation  and 
by  officers  of  the  Corporation  pursuant  to 
authority  delegated  by  the  Board  of  Directors. 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re: 
Delegations  of  Authority  to  the  Corporation's 
General  Counsel. 

Memorandum  re:  Contract  for  Security 
Service. 

Memorandum  re;  Contract  for  Custodial 
Service. 

Discussion  Agenda: 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Statement 
of  Policy  Regarding  Applications  for  Deposit 
Insurance. 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Proposed 
amendments  to  Part  325  of  the  Corporation's 
rules  and  regulations,  entitled  “Capital 
Maintenance,”  which  would  assign  loans 
secured  by  multifamily  residential  properties 
(“multifamily  housing  loans")  that  meet 
certain  prudential  criteria  to  the  50  percent 
risk  weight  category. 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Proposed 
amendments  to  Part  325  of  the  Corporation's 
rules  and  regulations,  entitled  “Capital 
Maintenance,"  which  would  allow  limited 
amounts  of  purchased  mortgage  servicing 
rights  and  purchased  credit  card 
relationships  to  be  recognized  for  regulatory 
capital  purposes. 

Memorandum  and  resolution  re:  Proposed 
amendments  to  Part  337  of  the  Corporation’s 
rules  and  regulations,  entitled  "Unsafe  and 
Unsound  Banking  Practices,"  which  are 
designed  to  implement  changes  made  by  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 


Improvement  Act  in  the  regulatory  scheme 
for  brokered  deposits. 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  FDIC 
Building  located  at  550 — 17th  Street, 
N.W.,  Washington,  DC. 

Requests  for  further  information 
concerning  the  meeting  may  be  directed 
to  Mr.  Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Corporation,  at  (202) 
898-6757.  ' 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6630  Filed  3-18-92;  10:57  am] 
BILLING  CODE  6714-01-M 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 

Notice  of  Agency  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the 
“Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b),  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
at  10:30  a.m.  on  Tuesday,  March  24, 

1992,  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation’s  Board  of  Directors  will 
meet  in  closed  session,  by  vote  of  the 
Board  of  Directors,  pursuant  to  sections 
552b(c)(2),  (c)(4),  (c)(6),  (c)(8), 

(c)(9)(A)(ii),  and  (c)(9)(B)  of  Title  5, 
United  States  Code,  to  consider  the 
following  matters: 

Summary  Agenda:  No  substantive 
discussion  of  the  following  items  is 
anticipated.  These  matters  will  be 
resolved  with  a  single  vote  unless  a 
member  of  the  Board  of  Directors 
requests  that  an  item  be  moved  to  the 
discussion  agenda. 

Matters  relating  to  the  Corporation’s 
corporate  activities. 

Recommendations  with  respect  to  the 
initiation,  termination,  or  conduct  of 
administrative  enforcement  proceedings 
(cease-and-desist  proceedings,  termination- 
of-insurance  proceedings,  suspension  or 
removal  proceedings,  or  assessment  of  civil 
money  penalties)  against  certain  insured 
depository  institutions  or  officers,  directors, 
employees,  agents  or  other  persons 
participating  in  the  conduct  of  the  affairs 
thereof; 

Names  of  persons  and  names  and  locations 
of  depository  institutions  authorized  to  be 
exempt  from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsections  (c)(6),  (c)(8],  and 
(c)(9)(A)(ii)  of  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act"  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(6),  (c)(8),  and 
(c)(9)(A)(ii)). 

Note. — Some  matters  falling  within  this 
category  may  be  placed  on  the  discussion  ~ 
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agenda  without  further  public  notice  if  it 
becomes  likely  that  substantive  discussion  of 
those  matters  will  occur  at  the  meeting. 

Discussion  Agenda: 

Personnel  actions  regarding 
appointments,  promotions, 
administrative  pay  increases, 
reassignments,  retirements,  separations, 
removals,  etc.: 

Names  of  employees  authorized  to  be 
exempt  from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsections  (c)(2)  and  (c)(6)  of 
the  "Government  in  the  Sunshine  Act"  (5 
U.S.C.  552b(c)(2)  and  (c)(6)). 

Matters  relating  to  the  possible  closing  of 
certain  insured  banks: 

Names  and  locations  of  banks  authorized 
to  be  exempt  from  disclosure  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  subsections  (c)(8),  (c)(9)(A)(ii), 
and  (c)(9)(B)  of  the  “Government  in  the 
Sunshine  Act”  (5  U.S.C.  552b(c)(8), 
(c)(9)(A)(ii).  and  (c)(9)(B)). 

The  meeting  will  be  held  in  the  Board 
Room  on  the  sixth  floor  of  the  ITDIC 
Building  located  at  550 — 17th  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  DC. 

Requests  for  further  information 
concerning  the  meeting  may  be  directed 
to  Mr.  Hoyle  L.  Robinson,  Executive 
Secretary  of  the  Corporation,  at  (202) 
898-6757. 

Dated;  March  17, 1992. 

Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation. 
Hoyle  L.  Robinson, 

Executive  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6631  Filed  3-18-92;  10:57  am] 
BIULINQ  CODE  6714-01-M 


FEDERAL  ELECTION  COMMISSION 
***** 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Wednesday,  March  25, 
1992, 10:00  a.m. 

PLACE:  999  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

STATUS:  This  meeting  will  be  closed  to 
the  public. 

ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Compliance  matters  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C. 

§  437g. 

Audits  conducted  pursuant  to  2  U.S.C.  §  437g, 
§  438(b),  and  Title  26,  U.S.C. 

Matters  concerning  participation  in  civil 
actions  or  proceedings  or  arbitration. 
Internal  personnel  rules  and  procedures  or 
matters  affecting  a  particular  employee. 
***** 

DATE  AND  TIME:  Thursday,  March  26, 
1992, 10:00  a.m. 

PLACE:  999  E  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC  (ninth  floor). 

status:  This  meeting  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

*  ITEMS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED:  Correction  and 
Approval  of  Minutes  title  26 
CertiHcation  Matters  Final  Audit  Report 
on  Americans  for  Robertson  Advisory 
Opinion  1991-30:  Mr.  Frank  M.  Northam 


on  behalf  of  Citizens  for  a  Sound 
Economy,  Inc.  Bank  Loan  Final  Rules: 
Announcement  of  Effective  Date 
Administrative  Matters 

***** 

PERSON  TO  CONTACT  FOR  INFORMATION: 

Mr.  Fred  Eiland,  Press  Officer, 
Telephone:  (202)  219-4155. 

Delores  Harris, 

Administrative  Assistant. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6668  Filed  3-18-92;  1:10  pm] 
ULUNG  CODE  6715-01-M 


FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM  BOARD  OF 
GOVERNORS 

TIME  AND  date:  10:00  a.m.,  Wednesday. 
March  25. 1992. 

place:  Marriner  S.  Eccles  Federal 
Reserve  Board  Building,  C  Street 
entrance  between  20th  and  21st  Streets. 
NW.,  Washington,  DC  20551. 

STATUS:  Closed. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Personnel  actions  (appointments, 

promotions,  assignments,  reassignments, 
and  salary  actions]  involving  individual 
Federal  Reserve  System  employees. 

2.  Any  items  carried  forward  h-om  a 

previously  announced  meeting. 

CONTACT  PERSON  FOR  MORE 
information:  Mr.  Joseph  R.  Coyne, 
Assistant  to  the  Board;  (202)  452-3204. 
You  may  call  (202)  452-3207,  beginning 
at  approximately  5  p.m.  two  business 
days  before  this  meeting,  for  a  recorded 
announcement  of  bank  and  bank 
holding  company  applications  scheduled 
for  the  meeting. 

Dated:  March  17, 1992. 

Jennifer  ).  Johnson, 

Associate  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6612  Filed  3-18-92;  9K)8  am] 
BILUNG  CODE  6210-01-M 


FEDERAL  TRADE  COMMISSION 

“FEDERAL  REGISTER”  CITATION  OF 
PREVIOUS  ANNOUNCEMENT: 

57  F.R.,  Friday,  January  31, 1992,  Page 
No.  3826. 

PREVIOUSLY  ANNOUNCED  TIME  AND  DATE 
OF  THE  MEETING: 

2;00  p.m.,  Thursday,  March  26, 1992. 
CHANGES  IN  THE  AGENDA:  The  Federal 
Trade  Commission  has  changed  the  date 
of  its  previously  scheduled  Oral 
Argument  in  Textron,  Inc.,  Docket  No. 
9226,  from  Thursday,  March  26, 1992,  at 
2:00  p.m.,  to  Tuesday.  April  28, 1992,  at 
2:00  p.m. 

Donald  S.  Clark, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6721  Filed  3-18-92;  4:01  pm] 
BILUNO  CODE  SrSO-OI-M 


NATIONAL  COMMISSION  ON  UBRARIES 
AND  INFORMATION  SCIENCE 
DATE  AND  TIME:  April  13, 1992, 1:00  p.m. 
to  5:00  p.m.;  April  14, 1992,  8:30  a.m.  to 
1:30  p.m. 

PLACE:  Canterbury  Hotel.  1733  N  St., 
NW.,  Washington,  DC. 

STATUS:  Open. 

MATTERS  TO  BE  DISCUSSED: 

Chairman  Farrell's  Report,  including  March 
10  open  forum;  House  hearings  on  FY  1993 
appropriation 

Executive  Director  Young’s  report 
WHCLIS  closeout 

FY  1992  NCLIS  planning,  including  projects, 
meeting  schedule  and  budget 
FY  1993  programs  and  meeting  schedule 
Old  business;  new  business 
Presentation  on  GPO  2001:  Vision  for  a  New 
Millennium 
Public  comment 

Reports  on  individual  Commissioners' 
activities 

Special  provisions  will  be  made  for 
handicapped  individuals  by  calling 
Barbara  Whiteleather  (202)  254-3100,  no 
later  than  one  week  in  advance  of  the 
meeting 

FOR  FURTHER  INFORMATION  CONTACT: 

Barbara  Whiteleather,  NCLIS,  Suite  310, 
1111 18th  Street.  NW.,  Washington,  DC. 
20036,  (202)  254-3100. 

Dated;  March  17. 1992. 

Peter  R.  Young, 

NCLIS  Executive  Director. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6639  Filed  3-18-92;  10:58  am] 
BIUJNQ  CODE  7527-01-M 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 

Notice  of  Meeting 

TIME  AND  DATE:  1:00  p.m.,  Tuesday, 

March  24. 1992. 

PLACE:  Filene  Board  Room,  7th  Floor, 
1776  G  Street,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20456. 

status:  Closed. 

MATTER  TO  BE  CONSIDERED: 

1.  Administrative  Action  under  Section  208  of 
the  Federal  Credit  Union  Act.  Closed 
pursuant  to  exemptions  (8),  (9)(A)(ii),  and 
(9)(B). 

FOR  MORE  INFORMATION  CONTACT:  Becky 
Baker,  Secretary  of  the  Board, 

Telephone  (202)  682-9600. 

Becky  Baker, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.  92-6596  Filed  3-18-92;  9:05  am] 
BILUNO  CODE  7S3S-01-M 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE  COMMISSION 

Agency  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Government  in  the 
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Sunshine  Act.  Pub.  L  94-409,  that  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission 
will  hold  the  following  meeting  during 
the  week  of  March  23, 1992. 

A  closed  meeting  will  be  held  on 
Tuesday,  March  24, 1992,  at  2:30  p.m. 

Commissioners,  Counsel  to  the 
Commissioners,  the  Secretary  to  the 
Commission,  and  recording  secretaries 
will  attend  the  closed  meeting.  Certain 
staff  members  who  have  an  interest  in 
the  matters  may  also  be  present. 

The  General  Counsel  of  the 
Commission,  or  his  designee,  has 
certified  that,  in  his  opinion,  one  or  more 


of  the  exemptions  set  forth  in  5  U.S.C. 
552b(c){4).  (8).  (9)(A)  and  (10)  and  17  CFR 
200.402(a)(4),  (8),  (9)(i)  and  (10),  permit 
consideration  of  the  scheduled  matters 
at  a  closed  meeting. 

Commissioner  Roberts,  as  duty 
officer,  voted  to  consider  the  items  listed 
for  the  closed  meeting  in  a  closed 
session. 

The  subject  matter  of  the  closed 
meeting  scheduled  for  Tuesday,  March 
24, 1992,  at  2:30  p.m.,  will  be: 

Institution  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Institution  of  injunctive  actions. 


Settlement  of  administrative  proceedings  of 
an  enforcement  nature. 

Settlement  of  injunctive  actions. 

At  times,  changes  in  Commission 
priorities  require  alterations  in  the 
scheduling  of  meeting  items.  For  further 
information  and  to  ascertain  what,  if 
any,  matters  have  been  added,  deleted 
or  postponed,  please  contact:  Kaye 
Williams  at  (202)  272-2400. 

Dated;  March  17. 1992. 

)onathan  G.  Katz, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doa  92-6604  Filed  3-18-92;  9:06  amj 
BIU.INQ  COOe  S010-01-M 


